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DISCOURSE 


CONSCIENCE: 


With Reſpect to thoſe that Se- 


parate from the Communion of 
the Church of England upon the 
Pretence of it, &:. 


=(Here is nothing more in dur Mouths than Con- 

ſcience ; and yet there are few things we have 

" generally taken leſs Pains to under{tand. We 

ſit down too often with this, that it is ſeme- 

thing within us, we do not know what, which we are 

ro Obey in all that it Suggeſts to us, and we trouble 
our ſelves no further about 1t. 

By which means, it frequently comes to paſs ; that 
though we have eſpouſed very dangerous Errors, or 
happen to be ingaged in very Sinful PraQtices; yet be- 
lieving, and Acting, as we fay, according to-our Con-- 
ſcience; we do not only think our hes perfetly 
Right and Safe, while we continue in this State ; but 
are EtfeQtually Armed againſt all forts of Arguments, 
and Endeavours that can be uſed for the bringing usto a 
better Mind. | 

This is too Viſible in many Caſes ; but in none 
more than in the Caſe of thoſe that at this Day Sepa- 
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rate from the Communion of the Church as it 1s Eſtabliſh- 
ed among us. Though the Laws of the Land both 
Fcelefiaſtical, agdyCizyl,, do,oblige them to joyn mm our 
Communion ; tlvugh many Arguments are offer'd to 
convince them, not only that they Lawfully may , 
but that they arc bound to do. it : though they them- 
ſelves are ſenſible, that many-fold, and grievous mis- 


_ chiefs, and dangers, dq enſue from this breach of Com 


munion, ad theſe urmatural Diviſions, both #o the 
Chriſtian Relizion in General, and to our Reformed . Re- 
ligzon in particular, yet it to all theſe things, a Man 
can reply, that he is Satisfed. in his Conſcience that he 
doth well in refuſing his Obedience to the Laws ; or 
that he Is not ſatisfred, in his Conſcience that. he ought to 
joy with us upon ſuch-Terms as ate required ; this 
ſingle pretence {hall be often thought a ſutficient An- 
{ſwer, both to Laws, and Arguments. 

A ſtrange thing this is ; that Conſcience, whigh-a- 
mong other, ends, was given to Mankind for a Preſer- 
vative, and Security of the Publick Peace; for the 
more Effectually Obliging Men to Unity, and Obedi- 
ence to Laws; yet ſhould often he a means of ſerring 
them at diſtance, and prove a Shelter for Diſobedience, 
and Diſorder : That Ged ſhould Command: us to Oe 
bey our Governours-in all Lawtful things tor Conſcience 
fake , and yet that we ſhoeld Diſobey them in Lawful 
things for Conſcience ſake too. 

It is the Deſign of this Diſcourſe. to examine what 
there is-in this Plea, that is- ſo often made by our Dif 
fenters for their not complying with the Laws, wiz. 
That it is azainſt their Conſczence ſo to do ; and to ſhew 
in what Caſes this Plea is juſtly made, and. in- what 
Caſes not ; and where it is Juſtly made, how far it 
wall Juſtify any Mans Separation, and how. far it will 
aot. And all this in order to the poſſeſſing thoſe who 

are 
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are concerned, with a Senſe of the great Neceſſity that 
lyes upon them, of uſing their molt ſerious endeavours 
to inform their Conſcience aright in theſe matters, be- 
tore they preſume to think they can Separate from us 
with a good Conſcience, which isall we deſire of them; 
for it is not our buſineſs to perſwade any Man to con- 
form againſt his Conſcience ; but to convince every 
Man how Dangerous it may be to follow a miſinformed 
Conſcience. 

But before I enter upon this difquiſition, -1t will be 
neceſſary in the fit Place, to prepare my way by lay- 
ing down the Grounds, and Principles, I mean to pro- 
ceed upon. And here that I may take in all things , 
that are needful to be known before-hand, about this 
matter, I ſhalltreat diſtinly of theſe Five Heads. 

: Ot the Nature of Conſcience. 

2 Of the Rule of Conſcience. Andunder that, 

3 Of the Power of Humane Laws to Oblige the Con- 
ſcience. | 

4 And particularly in the inſtance of Church Commu 
H10N. 

5 Of the Authority of Conſcience ; or how far a Man 
is Obliged to be guided by his Conſcience in his Attions. 

T. And firſt, as for the Nature. of Conſcience, the 
trueſt way to find out that will-be, not fo much to en- 
quire into the Signification of the word Conſcience or 
the ſeveral Scholaſtical Definitions of it ; as to conſider 
what every Man doth really mean by that word when 
he has occaſion to make. uſe of it ; tor if it do appear 
that all Men do agree in their Notions, and Senſe, a- 
bout this matter; That without doubt, which they 
all thus agree in, is the true Notion, and Senſe cf Cor- 
ſcience. 

Now as to this, we may obſerve in the firſt Place, 
that a Man never ſpeaks of his Conſcience, but with 
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reſpe&t to his own Aftions, or to ſomething that hath 
the Nature of an Aﬀtion. which 1s done or omitted 
by him, or is to- be done or omitted, Matters of 
meer Knowledg, and Speculation, we do not concern 
our Conſcience with ; as neither with thoſe things in 
which weare purely Paſſive ; as neither with Atons , 
if-they be not our own. Wedo not for inſtance, make it 
a:Point of Conſcience one way or other, whether a 
_ thing be true or falſe ; or whether this or the other 
Accident that befals us, be proſperous or unfortunate ; 
or whether another Man hath done good or bad Attions, 
in which we are no way concerned. Theſe kind of 
things may indeed prove matters of great Satisfaction 
or Diſquiet ; of Joy or Grief to us : But we do not 
take our Conſcience to be affetted with them. That 
word never comes in, but with reſpe&t to ſomething 
willingly done or left undone by us ; or which we may 
do or may forbear. | 

Secondly, we, may obſerve that in Common Spcech, 
we do' not neither uſe this word Conſctence about our 
Adftions , but only, fo far as thoſe Actions, fall under 
a Moral conſideration ; that. is, as they have the 
Nature of Duties or Sins, or as they are Lawful or Vn» 
lawful. Always when we ſpeak of Conſcience in our 
Actions, we have reſpe& to-ſome Law or Rule, by 
which thoſe Actions are to be diretted, and govern'd , 
and ' by their agreeableneſs or diſagreeableneſs with 
which they become morally Good or Ew. 

Thirdly, this being 1o-; the only thing remaining to 
be enquired into for the finding out what Conſcience is, 
is, what 'can be reaſonably thought to be our Senſe , 
and meaning, when we uſe the word Conſcience, with 
ſuch Application to our, Adions as we have now faid. 
Now for that I deſire it may be conſidered ; that when 
we talk of our Atjous as we concern our Conſcience 
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in them, they can but fall under theſe two Heads of 
DiſtinCtion, that is to ſay, in the firſt place, we either 
conſider our Actions as already done or omitted : or we 
conſider them as yet not done,but as we are deliberating a= 
bout them. And then Secondly, whether we conſider 
them as done or not done ; as paſt, or future ; yet we 
Rank them under one of theſe three Notions. 

We either look upon them as Commanded by Ged , 
and fo to be Duties ; or as forbidden by God, and fo to 
be Sins ; or as neither Commanded nor forbidden, and ſo 
to be indifferent Actions. ( With theſe laſt Actions in- 
deed Conſcience is not properly or direftly concerned, 
but only by accident, to wit, as thoſe indifferent A ons 
do approach to the Nature of Duties or Sins : ) Our 
Actions, I fay, do not: touch our Conſcience, but as 
they fall under ſome of theſe Heads. 

Now in all theſe Refpe&ts we have indeed different 
ways of bringing in Conſcience but yet as it will ap- 
pear, we mean the fame thing by it in them all. Firſt 
of all when we are conſidering an Action as yet mot 
done ; if we look upon it as Commanded by God; we 
ſay weare bound in Conſcience to do it ; it we look up- 
on it asa Sinful Aftion, we fay it 15 again/e our: Conſcis 
ence to do it; if we look upon it as ai indifferent 
thing, w= ſay we may do it or not do it with a Safe 
Conſcience. Now I pray, what do we mean by tele ex- 
prefſions ? I deſire that every one would conſult his 
own Mind, and deny if he can, that this is the Senfe 
of his words. Tf he ſaith he is hound in Conſcience to 
do this or the other thing, whether he doth not mean 
this ? that he verily thinks it is his Duty to do that 
Action. If he faith rhat it 1s againſt his Conſcience to 
do ſuch an Attion;; whether he means any more than 
this 2+ that he is perſwaded in his Judgment that to do 


ſuch an Action is an Offence againſt God. It he fait! 
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that he can do it with a Safe Conſcience whether he hath 
any other meaning than this 2 that to the belt of his 
Kknowledg, and Judgment, the Action may be done 
without 'Lranſgreſling any Law of God. This 1s now 
undeniably , the Senſe that every Man in the World 
hath, when he makes mention of Conſcience as to 
Actions that are not yet done, but only pro- 
poſed to his Conſideration. So that taking Conſcience 
as it reſpects our Ajons to be done or omitted, and as 
it is to Govern, and Conduct them ( 1a which Senſe 
we call Conſcience a Guide or a Monitor, and ſome- 
times, though very improperly, a Rule of our ACtions) 
it can be nothing elſein the Senſe of all Men that uſe 
that word, but a Mans Judgment concerning the good- 
neſs or badneſs ; the Lawtulneſs or Unlawfulneſs of 
Actions in order to the Conduct of his own Life. 

But Secondly it we ſpeak of our Actions that are 
done and palt, and conſider Conſcience with Reference 
to them ; here indeed we do a little vary the Expreſ- 
ſion about Conſcience, but the Notion of it is the 
ſame we have now given. As for inſtance, when we 
talk of Peace of Conſcience, Or Trouble of Conſcience , 
with Reference to foime Action we have done or omit- 
ted ; when we ſay My Conſcience bears me Witneſs, that 
T have Acted rightly, and honeſUy in this Afﬀair ; or my 
Conſcience acquits me from blame, as to this or the 
other Action , or I am troubled in Conſcience for do- 
ing what 1 have done : If we turn theſe Phraſes into 
other words, we ſhall find that thereis nothing more 
at the bottom of them than this ; that reflef&ting upon 
our own Actions, we find that in this or the other in- 
ſiagce, we have either Acted or omitted, as we are 
convinced in our Judgment we ought to do ; and the 
remembrance of this is ſome Pleaſure, and Satis- 
faction to us : or we have done or forborn ſomething 
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contrary to what we take to be our Duty ; and the 
remembrance of this affets us with grief and trouble. 
But (Uill, in both theſe inftanees of Expreſſion, that 
which we mean by Conſcience 1s the fame thing, as 
in the former Cafes, viz. 7 is our Judgment and Per- 
ſwaſwn concerning what we ought to do, or ought not to do, 
or Lawfully may do; only here we add to it this Conſi- 
deration, that the Action which we are pcrſwaded to 
be good, of bad, or indifferent, is now done or omitted 
by us, and we do remember ir. in the Former Cate, 
Conſcience was conſidered as the Guide of our Actions. 
la the jatter Caſe it is conſidered as the Witneſs of our 
Aftions. But in both Caſes, Conſcience 1s the Judge, 
and conſequently in both Caſes the Notion of it 1s the 
_ lame, only with this diflerence, that in the former it 
was a Mans mind, making a Judgment what he ought 
to do or not to do; in the latter it is a Mans mind 
reflecting upon what he hath done or not done, and 
Judging whether he be Innocent or Culpable 1n the 
matter he reflects upon. | 

I do not know how to give a clcarer account of the 
Nature of Conſcience in general than this I have now 
given. This I telieve is the Natural Notion that all. 
Men have of it, and there is no Expreſſion in Scripture 
about it but what doth confirm this Notion. If indeed 
we put Epithites to Conſcience, and talk of a Geod 
Conſcience or an Evil Conſcience; A Tender Conicicnce 
or a Seared Conſcience or the like. Then it includes 
more, both in Scripture, and in Common Language, 
than I have now mentioned. But togive an account 
_ of thoſe things I am not now concerned, as being witl- 

out the Limits of our preſent enquiry. 
IT. And now we are ſufficiently prepared for our Sc- 
cond general Point whtch is rouching rhe Rule of Corr- 
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(8) 
feience; if indeed after what we have already faid 
it be not ſuperfluous te inſiſt upon that. 

Ic appears plainly by what I have repreſented, that 
Conſcience muſt always bave a Rale which it is to fol- 
low, and by which it is to be Govern'd. For ſince 
Conſcience 1s nothing elſe but a Mans Judgment con- 
cerning Ations, as good, or bad, or Indifferent ; it is cer- 
tain that a Man muſt have ſome meaſures to proceed 
by in order to the framing ſuch a Judgment about 
Actions ; that is to fay, there muſt be ſomerhing dt- 
{tint from the Man himſelt that makes ACtions to be 
good, or bad, or indifferent ; and from which, by ap- 
plying particular Actions to it, or comparing them 
with it, a Man may be able to Judge whether they be of 
the one ſort or the other. Now this, whatever it be, is 
that which we call the Rule of Conſcience; and ſo much 
it 1s its Rule, that Conſcience can be no farther a ſafe 


- Euide than as it follows that Rule. 


If now it be asked what vhis Rule of Conſcience is, 
or What that is which makes a diflerence between AQi- 
ons, as to the Moral goodneſs or badneſs of them ; the 
Anfwer toit is Obvious to every Body : That it can 
be nothing elſe but the Law of God. For nothing can 
be a Duty but what Gods Law hath made fo ; and no- 
thing can be a $i» but what Gods Law hath forbidden 
( the very Notion of Sin being, that it is a Tranſgrefſ- 
ſion of the Law ; ) and laſtly we call a thing Lawfu/ 
or Tadifterent upon this very account, that there is no 
Law of God either Commanding or Forbidding it ; 
and where there 1s no Law, there 15 no Tranſgreſſion. 
So that undeniably the great, nay I fay, . the only Rule 
by which Conſcience 15 ta be Governed 1s the Law of 
God, conſidered either as it Commands Adlions, or For- 
bids them, or as it neither Commands them nor Forbids 
them. | 
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But in order to the giving a more diſtin account , 
of this Rule of Conſcience, there is this necdſul to be 
enquired into, v/z. In what Senſe we take, or what 
we mean by the Law of Gsd; when we ſay ut is the 
Rule of Conſcience. 

Now to this our Anſwer is, That by the Law of 
. God, we here underſtand Gods Will, for the Govern- 
ment of Mens Actions, in what way foever that Will 
is declared to them, | 

Now the will of God is declared to Mcn two ways; 
cither by Nature, or by Revelation ; fo that the juſt, and, 
adequate Rule of Conſcience is made up of two parts 
the Law of Nature, and Gods Revealed Law. 

By the Law of Nature, we mean thoſe Principles of 
Good and Evil, Juſt and Unjuſt, which God hath 
Stamp'd upon the Minds of all Men, in the very Con- 
ſtitution of their Natures. There arc ſome things E- 
ternally good in themfelves ; Such as to Worſhip God, 
to Honour our Parents, to ſtand to our Covenants , to 
Live Peaceably in the Government, from which 
we receive Protection ; and the contrary to theſe will 
be Eternally Evil ; the Heads of all which things thus 
good in themſelves, are writ fo plainly, and Legjlly , 
in the Minds of Mankind, that there is no Man who 
is come to the uſe of his Reaſon, but muſt of neceſſity 
be convinced, that to Practice theſe things will alway 
be his Duty, and not to Practice them, will always be 
Evil, and a Sin. Now all thele Heads, and Principles 
put together, is that we call the Law of Nature, and 
this is all the Rule of Conlſc:ence, that Mankind had* 
before God was pleaſed to diſcover his Will by more 

rticular Revelation. And this is that Law, 
which the Apoſtle ſpeaks of when he faith zhar rhe 
Gentiles, who had not the Law of Molcs ,yet kad a I av 
written in their Hearts ; | by their Acting according t» 
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which, or contrary to which their Conſcience did bear 
117tneſs to them,anddideither Accuſe them,or Excuſe them, 

But then Secondly, to us Chriſtians , God to this 
Law of Nature hath ſuperadded a Revealed Law, which 
15 contained in the Books of Holy Scriptures. Which 
Revealed Law yet, is not wholly of a different kind 
from the former, nordoth it at all void the Obligation 
of it. But only thus ; God hath in his Revealed Law, 
declared the Precepts of the Law of Nature, more cer- 
tainly, and accurately than before ; He hath given 
greater Force, and Strength to them, than they kad 
before, by the SanCtions of greater Rewards, and Py- 
niſhments_: He hath likewiſe herein-perfe&ted the Law 
of Nature, and hath Obliged us, im point of Duty , 
to more and higher Inſtances of: Vertue, than Nature 
did ſtritly Oblige us to : And Laſtly, He hath added 
ſome Poſitive Laws for us to obſerve which. were not 
at all contained in the Law of Nature, as for inſtance, 
ro believe in Jeſus Chriſt, in order to Salvation, to 
make all our Applications to God, in the Name of that 
Mediatour Chrift Feſas ; to enter into a Chriſtian Socie- 
7y, by Baptiſm , and to' Exerciſe Communion with that 
Society, by partaking of the Lord's Supper. 

And. this is that Law, which we Chriſtians are Obſlj- 
oed to, as well as to the Law of our Natures, and 
which as it is 2 Summary of all-the Laws of Nature,ſo 
indeed is it a Summary of all our Duty. So that if a- 
ny Man will call it the great, or only Rule of Chr;- 
ftian Conſcience , 1 ſhall not much. oppoſe him, pro- 
vided that. this be always Remembred, that, 

In the Third Place, when we fay that the Natural 
and Revealed Law of God, is the juſt Rule, by which 
we are to Govern our Conſcience, or when we ſay that 
the Law of God, as Revealed, and contained in the 


Bible, is to us Chriſtians, the. j/# Rule. We. are fo 
to 
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to underſtand this Propoſition as to take into it, not 
only all that is diretly, andexpreſly Commanded, or 
Forbidden by either of thoſe Laws : But alſo all that 
by plain Colletion of Right Reaſon in Applying Ge- 
nerals to Particulars,or comparing one thing with ano- 
therdothappear tobe Commanded or Forbiddenby them. 

So that by the Law of Nature , as it 15a Rule of 
Conſcience, we are not only to underſtand the prime 
Heads, and moſt general DiCtates of it, ( which are 
but a few ) but alſo all the neceſſary Deduftioas from 
thoſe Heads. And by the Law of Scripture , as it is 
the Rule of Conſcience, we are not only to underſtand 
the expreſs Commands, and Prohibitions, we meet 
with there, in the letter ofthe Text ; but all the things 
likewiſe, that by unavoidable Conſequence do follow 
from thoſe Commands, or Prohibitions. In a word, 
when we are deliberating with our ſelves, concerning 
the goodneſs, or badneſs ; the Lawfulneſs, or Unlaw- 
fulneſs of this, or the other particular Aftion : We are 
not only to look upon the letter of the Law, but to 
attend further to what that Law may be ſuppoſed by a 
Rational Man to contain in it. Andif we be con- 
vinced, that the Action we are deliberating about, is 
Commanded, or Forbidden, by dire& Hrference, or by 
Parity of Reaſon ; we ought to look upon it as a Duty, 
or a Sin, though it be not expreſly Commanded , or 
Forbidden , by the Law, in the letrer of it. And if 
neither by the letter of the Law ; nor by Conſequence 
from it; nor by Parity of Reaſon ; the Attion before us, 
appear either to be Commanded, or Forbidden : In that 
Caſe, we are to look upon it, as an indifferent Attion ; 
which we may do,or let alone,with a ſafe Conſcience; or, 
to expreſs the thing more properly,we are tolook upon it 
asan Attion in which our Conſcience is not ſo much con- 


cerned as our Prudence. 
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MI. Having thus given an account of the Rule of 
Conſcience , that which Naturally follows next ro be 
conſidered, with Reterence to our preſent delign, is, 
what ſhare Humane Laws have in this Rule of Conſci- 
ence 2 Whether they be a part of this Rule, and do re- 
ally bind a Mans Conſcience to the Obſervance of them 
or no 2 which 1s our Third general Head. 

Now as to this, our Anſwer 1s, that though the 
Laws of God be the great, and indeed the only 
Rule ot Conſcience, yet the Laws of Mer, generally 
ſpeaking, do alſo bind the Conſcience, and are a part 
of its Rule in a Secondary Senſe, that 1s, by Vertue 
of, and in Subordination to the Laws of God. 

T ſhall briefly explain the meaning ot this, in the 
Four following Propoſitions. 

Firſt, there is nothing more certain than that the 
Law Fd God, as it is declared both by Nature, and Scrip- 
ture doth Command us, to Obey the Laws of Men. 

There is noe one Dictate of Nature, more Obvi- 
ous to us, than this,, that we are. to Obey the Govern- 
ment we Live under, in all honeſt, and Jull things. 
For this is indeed the Principal Law, and Foundation 
of all Society. And. it would be impoſlible, either for 
Kingdoms, or States ; for Citys, or Families to ſub- 
fiſt ; or at leaſt to maintain themſelves in any Tolcr- 
able degree of Peace, and Happineſs , it this. be not 
acknowledged a Duty. 

And then, as tor the Laws of God in Scripture , 
there isnothing more plainly declared there, than, that 
it is Gods Wiil, and our Duty to Obey them that have 
the Rule over us ; and: to Submit our ſelves to every Or- 
dinance of Man, for the Lords ſake, aud to be Subjed 
not only for Wrath but for Conſcience ſake. So thatno Man 
can doubt that he is really bound in Duty to Obey the 
Laws of Men that are made by Jult, and Sufficient 
Authority. And Conſequently no Man can doubt that 

Hu- 
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Humane Laws do really bind the Conſcience, and are 
one part of the Rule by which it is to be directed, and 
Governed. 

But then having faid this, we add this farther in the 
Second Place, that Humane Laws do not bind the Con 
ſcience, by any Vertue in themſelves ; but meerly by 
Vertue of Geds Law , who has Commanded that we 
ſhould in all things be Subject to cur Lawful Gover- 
nours, not only for Wrath , but for Conſcience ſake. 
Conſcience 1s not properly concerned with any Pcing 
in the World, fave God alone , it hath no Super.our but 
him : For the very Notion of it, as | have often faid, is no 
other than our Judgment of what things we are bound to do by 
Gods Law; & what things we are Forbidden to dy by Gods Law. 

So that all the Men in the World, cannot bind any 
Mans Conſcience , by Vertue of any Power, - or Au- 
thority, that 1s in them - But now God having made 
it an everlailing Law, both by Nature, and Scripture, 
that we thould Obey thoſe who are ſct over us, whe- 
ther they be our Parents, or our Mafters; and much 
more our Princes, and the Soveraign Legiſlative Faver, 
under whom we Live ; by Vertue of this Command 
of God, and this only ; we are for ever bound in Con- 
ſcience , to Govern our Actions, by the Commands , 
that they impoſe upon us'; and thoſe Commands of 
theirs area Rule, ( though a Conſequential, or a Secor- 
dary Rule, ) by which we are to Govern our Conſci- 
ence, becauſe they are the Inſtances of our Obedience 
to the Laws of God. : 

But then in the Third Place, this is alſo to be re- 
membered ; that Z/amane Laws do no farther bind the 
Conſcience, and are a4 Rule of it, than as they are agree- 
able to the Laws of G:d. It any Law, or Command of 
Man, do Claſh with any Law of God ; that is, if it 
be cither Evil in it ſelf, or ContradiCtory to the Duty 
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of Chriſtians, as laid dawn in the Scriptures; in that 
Caſe, that Law or Command, Ly what Humane Au- 
thority ſoever it was inadc or given, doth not bind 


our Conſcience, nor is any Ruie of our Actions. On 


the contrary we are not at ay Rate to yield Obedi- 
ence to it ; but we are here r2duced to the Apoſtles 
Caſe, and muſt Actas they di ; that 1s, we muſt Obey 
God, rather than Men, <7: we vin, it we donot. For 
ſince God only hath proper, and direft Authority o- 
ver our Conſcience, and > mane Power, only, by 
Delegation from him : Ani fince God hath not given 
any Commiilion to the moſt Soveraign Princes upon 
Earth, to alter his Laws, or to impoſc any thing up- 
on his SubjeRs, that is inconſitient with them. &@ fol- 
lows by neceſſary Conſequence, that no Man can be 
Obliged to Obey any Laws of Men, farther than they 
are agreeable to, and conſiſtent with the Laws of God. 

There is yet a Fourth thing, neceſfary to be taken in 
for the clearing the Point we are upon, and that isthis, 
That though Humane Lays, gener-lly ſpeaking, may 


be faid to bind the Conſcience, and to be a part of its 


Rule: Yet we do not Aſlertthat every Humane Law, 
(though it doth not interfere with any of Gods Laws) 
doth at all times, and in all Cafes, "Oblige Every Mans 
Conſcience to Attive Obedience to it ; (o as that he 
Sins againſt God, if he Tranigreſs it. No, it would 
be a very hard thing to affirm this; 2nd I do not 
know what Manamong us, upon theſe Terms, would 
be Innocent. 

Thus much I believe we may fafely lay down as a 
Truth ; That where either the Miter of the Law is of 
ſuch a Nature ; that the Publick, or ſome private Perfon 
ſhall Suffer Damage, or Inconvenience, by our not Ob- 
ſerving it. Or Secondly, Though the Law, as to the 
matter of it be never ſo Trifling ; nay, though per- 


haps 


+ 


( 5 ) 

haps all things conſidered, it be an ineonvement Law; 
yer if the Manner of our not Obeying it, be ſuch, as 
gives Offence to: our Superiours, or to any others ; 
that is, either Argues a Contempt of Authority, or ſets 
an ill Example before our fellow SubjeQs : I fay in et- 
ther of theſe Caſes, the Tranſgreſſion of a Humane 
Law, renders a Man guilty of a Fault, as well as Ob- 
noxious to the Penalty of that Law. But out ot 
theſe two Caſes, I muſt confeſs, I do not ſee, how a 
purely Humane Law doth Oblige the Conſcience ; or 
how the Tranſgreſſion of it, doth-make a. Man guilty 
of Sin, before God. For it is certain if we ſecuretheſc 
two Points; that is to ſay, the good of the Publick, 
and of private Perions ; and with all the facredneſs , 
and.reſpe&, which 1s due to Authority, ( which is like- 
wiſe in Order to the Publick good : ) We Anſwer all 
the Ends, for which the Power of making Laws, or 
laying Commands upon lInferiours, was Committed 
by God to Mankind. 

So that though it be true, that Humane Laws do 
Oblige the Conſcience, yet it is alſo true that a great 
many Caies may, and do happen, in which a Man 
may A& contrary to a purely Humane Law, and yet 
not bee Sinnerbefore God. Always ſuppoſing (as faid,) 
. there be no Contempt, or Refraftoryneſs exprelſicd to- 
wards the Governours : Nor, no Scandal, or 1ll'Ex- 
ample given to others, by. the Action. For 
if there be either of theſe in the Caſe ; I dare not ac- 
quit the Man, from being a Tranſgreſſour of Gods 
Law, in the inflance, wherein he Tranſgreſſeth. the 
Laws of Men. 

For this is that which we inſiſt upon.;: that the Au- 
thority of our Governours ought to be held, and e- 
ſteemed very facred, both becauſe the Laws of Ged , 
and the Publick good require it ſhould be ſo. And 


herefore, wherever they do peremptorily lay their 
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Commands upon us, we are bound in Conſcience fo 
tar to comply, as not to coeft the matter with them ; 
nor to ſeem to do 1t. And though their Commands , 
as to the matrer of them, ue vever 10 ſlight ; nay , 
though they ſhould prove really inconvenient, either 
to our ſelves, or rhe PulLl.cx. vet u- they /tand up- 
on them, it they per::{t in req airing our Obedience to 
them ; we mult yick!, we muit Obey ; always ſup- 
poſing they be nor againit Gods Laws. For we are 
at no hand either to a:tront their Authority our ſelves ; 
or to encourage others, by or Example, to doit. For 
to do either of thee things 15 a greater Evilto the 
Publtck, than our Obedwnce to an inconventent Law 
can eaſily be. 

IV. And now it is time for us'to apply what hath 
been faid in General, concerning the Rule of Conſcience, 
and the Obligation of Flumane Laws ; to the particular 
Matter here before us ; that is, the buſineſs of Church 
Communion ; The Obligation of Coaſcience to Which, in 
fuch manner as the Laws have appointed , is the 
Fourth general Head we are to conſider. 

This point of the Obligation to Communion with the 
Church, as by Law Eſtabliſhed, hath been largely hand- 
led by ſeveral Learned Men of our Church, and par- 
ticularly it is the Argument of one of thoſe Diſcour- 
ſes which have lately been writ for the fake of our Dif- 
ſenters. Thither therefore I refer the Reader for full Sa- 
tisfation about this Matter being only juſt to touch 
upon it here, as one of the Principles we rake for 
granted, and {hall proceed upon in the following Dif 
courſc. 

And here the Propoſition we lay down is this, That 
it it every Mans Duty, and conſequently every Man is 
benund in Conſcience to joyn in Communion with that Church, 
whick is Eftabliſhed by Law ia the place where he lives ; 


lo 


(*7] 
Jo long as that Church is a true, ſound part of the Cathe- 
tick Church, and there is nothing impoſed or required as a 
Condition of Communicating with it, that is Repugdltnt to 
the Laws of God, or the Appointments of Jeſus Chriſt. 

This Propoſition 'is Evident, not only becauſe it 
Neceſlarily follows from the foregoing Principle ; 
which was, that every Man is bound 1n Conſcience to 
Obey the Laws of Men that are not contrary to the 
Laws of God ; and therefore conſequently a Man is 
bound to Obey in Ecclefra/tical matters, as well as Ci- 
vil ; ( unleſs it can be ſhew'd that Chriſt hath forbid 
all Humane Authority, whether Ecclefaſtical or Ciwil , 
to make any Laws or Orders about Religion ; whick I 
believe never was or can be ſhew'd: ) 

Burt it is Evident upon another Accounc, which I 
delire may be conſidered. We are all really bound by 
the Laws of Feſus Chri/t, and the Nature of his Relt- 
gion to preſerve as much as in us lyes the Vnity of the 
Church : Which ©nity doth conſilt not only in profet- 
ſing the fame Faith, but joyning together with our 
Brethren under Common Gowvernours 1n the fame Reli- 
gious Communion of Worſhip, and Sacraments. And 
therefore whoever breaks this Zn:ty of the Church , 
by withdrawing his Obedience from thoſe Church 
Governours, which God hath ſet over him in the place 
where he Lives; and Separating from the Eſtabliſhed 
Religious Aſſemblies of Chriſtians under thoſe Gover- 
nours ; doth really tranſgreſs the Laws of Jeſus Chriſt, 
and is Guilty of that Sin of Schiſm , which is ſo very 
much cautioned againſt, and ſo highly Condemned in 
the Scriptures of the New Tellament : Unleſs in the 
mean time it doth appear to the Man, who thus with- 
draws, and Separates, that there 1s ſomething requi: 
red of him in thoſe Aſſemblies, and by thoſe Gover- 


nours, and that as.a Term, and Condition of holding 
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Communion with them, which hte cannot Submit to 


wy” Sin. 

And this Point Ido heartily with was well con{ider- 
ed'by our diſſenting Brethren: They dv ſeem often. ro 
fook upon this bulineſs of coming to Church, and. 
jovning with us in Prayers and Sacraments, no other- 
wiſe to bind their Conſcience thar other purety Hu- 
mane Taws. They think they owe nq Obedience to 
the Laws in theſe matters, different from that which 
they yield to any common A& of Parliament. And 
therefore no wonder they ofren make ſo flight a bufi- 
neſs of them. ' | | | 

But this is a great miſtake, there is much more in 
theſe things than. this comes to. The withdrawing our 
Commumon. from the Church carrys a far greater 

ilt in it, than the Violating any Law, that 1s pure- 
y Humane. For though we do readily grant that all 
the Cireumitances of Publick Worſhip enjoyned in the 
Church, as for Inſtance, rhe Times, the Geſtures , 
the Forms of Prayer, the Methods of Reading the 
Scripture, and Adminiſtring the Sacraments ; as alfo 
the Habits of the Miniſters that are to Officiate ; 
be all of Famaxe Inſtitution, and may be altered, and 
varyed at the diſcretion of our Governovrs : Yer the 
Publick Worſhip it ſelf under Publick Lawful Gover- 
Rours is of Divine Appointment, and no Man can Re- 
nounce it without Sinning againſt Jeſus Chriſt, as well 
as Offending againſt the Fccleſraſtical Laws. 

A Humane Law grounded upon a Dzvine, or to ſpeak 
more properly, a Divine Law medify'd or Cfothed 
with ſeveral Circumſtances of Mans Appointment , 
doth Create another kind of Obligation upon every 
Subje&t, than a Law that is purely Flumane ; that 13 
to fay a Law, the matter of which is neither Good nor 
Evil in it ſelf, but perfeQly indifferent. In the former 
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Caſe, we muſt yield Obed:ence to the Law, as to the 
Law of God ; however « cones Clothed with Cir- 
cumiances ot Mans Appointment. fn the other Caſe 
we only yield © bedience, as to the Command of Man; 
and tor vo other realon, than that God in general hath 
Obliged us tro Obey our Superiors. 

1 0 make this a little plainer, let us for Inſtance take 
the bui:neſs of Paying 7ri#ute, and Cuſtoms in this Na- 
tion, in which « aſe there is a Complication of a Dy- 
vine Law, witha Humane, as it js 1n-the Caſe we are 
now upon. 'Th:t every Subje&t ſhould Pay 7ribute to 
whom Tribute is due ; Cuſtom to whom Cuſtom is due ; 15a 
Law of God ; as keing a branch both of 'Natural and 
Chriſtian Juſtice:Bur out of what goods we ſhould P 
Tribute or Cuſtom,or what Proportion of thoſe "as 4 
ſhould be Paid, this is not defined either by the Law of Na- 
ture or the Law of the Goſpel,bur is left to the Determi- 
nation of the Municipal Laws of every Kingdom. Bur 
now, becauſe Humane Authority doth interpoſe in this 
_ Affair,and ſettles whatevery Man isto Pay to the King, 
and our of what Commodities ; doth it therefore -fol- 
low, that if a Man can by Fraud or 'Concealment detain 
the Kings Right from him, thar he -incurs no other 
guilt for this, but only the Tranigretling of an AQ of 
Parliament, and the being Obnoxious to the Penaltics, 
in Caſe he \be deteted ? No certainly ; forall that the 
Cuftoms in that manner, and form be ſettled -upon-the 
King by Humane Law only ; yet-the matter of that 
Law being a point of Natural Juſtice between 'Man 
ani Man ; the Man that is thus Guilty, -ought ro look 
upon himſelf as an Offender againft-rhe Dwine Law ,; 
as an unjuſt Perſon before God. And his wulingneſs'to 
Submit to the Forfeiture of his Goods, will-not-render 
him leſs unjuſl, or more-excuſeable. 

The Cafe is much rhe ſgme as #0 -the -matter we 
have-now before us. Ir is mot a meer Humane Law , 
D 2 or 
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or Ad of Parliament that Obligeth us to keep the Uni- 
ty of the Charch ; to bring our Children to be made 
Chriſtians by Baptiſme ; to meet together at Solemn 
times for the Profeſſion of our Faith, tor the Worſhip- 
ping God, for the Commemorating the Death of our 
Saviour in the Sacrament of his Supper. All this 1s 
tyed upon us by the Laws of Chri/t. Theſe things are 
as much required of us by God, as Chr i/tians ; as it 15 
required that we ſhould Pay the King, and every Man, 
what is due to them, if we would not be diſhoneft 
& unjuſt. It is true that the particular Forms;and Modes, 
_ and Cireumſtances of doing theſe things, are not 
Commanded, nor . Preſcribed, by the Laws of Chrift , 
in this Inſtance of Church 'Communion, no more 
than they are preſcribed by the Laws of God in the 
other Inſtance gave : But they are left intirely to the 
Prudence, and Diſcretion ef the Governours that 
God hath ſet over us in Eccleliaſtical matters ; juſt as 
they are in the other. But in the mean time theſe 
things thus Clothed by Humane Authority , as to 
their Circumſtances : Yet being tor the Matter of them 
bound upon us by Chriſt himſelf, we can no more de- 
ny our Obedience to the Publick Laws about them, 
than we can in the other Inſtance I have named. And 
that Man may as well for Inſtance , purge himſelf 
from the Imputation of XAnavery before God, that will 
contrive a way of his own, for the Paying his juſt 
Debts contrary to what the Law of the Land hath de- 
clared to be Juſt and Honeſt : As any Man can acquit 
himſelf from the Sin of Schiſm before God, thar 
will chuſe a way of his own for the Publick Worſhip, 
diferent from, and in Oppoſition to what the Laws of 
the Church have preſcribed ; always ſuppoſing, that 
the Worſhip Eſtabliſhed be Commanded by jatt_Au- 
thority, and there-be nothing required in it as a Con- 

| dition 


=> 


(21) 


dition of Communion that is againſt the Laws of 7c- 
ſus Chriſt. 

The Sum of all this is, that it is every Mans Duty 
by the Laws of Chriſt, as well as the Laws of Man, 
to Worſhip God in the way of the Church; fo long 
as there 1s nothing required in that Worſhip, that can 
juitly offend the Conſcience off a Wiſe and Good Chri- 
ſlian. And therefore there is more in departing from 
the Communion of the Church, when we can Law- 
fully hold it, than mecrly the Violation of a Statute , 
or a F/umane Law, tor we cannot do it wirhout break- 
ing the Law of God. Nay fo much 1s it againſt the 
Law of God to do this, that I think no Authority up- 
on Earth can warrant it. So that even if there was 
a Law made, which ſhould Ordiin that wilful, cauſlcſs 
Separation from the Eflabl.ſhed Church ſhould be al- 
lowed and tolerated, and no Man ſhould be called: 
to an Account for it : Yet nevertheleſs ſuch a Separa- 
tion would ſtill be a S$chiſm, would ſtill be a Sin a- 
yo God ; for no Humane Law can make that Law- 
ul which Gods Law hgth forbid. 

There now only remains our laſt general Head about 
Conſc.ence to be ſpoken to, and then we have done 
with our Preliminary Points: And that is concerning 
the Authority of Conſcience, or how far a Ian is Obliged 
to follow or be guided by his Conſcience in his Allions. 

When we ſpeak of the Obligation of Conſcience , 
or of being bound in Conſcience to do or not to do an 
Action, it ſufftciently appears from what hath been 
faid, that we can mean no more by theſe Phrates than 
this, that we are convinced in our Judgment that it 1s 
our Nuty to do this or the other Ation, becauſe we 
believe that God hath Commanded it. Or we are 
perſwvaded in our Judgment that we ought to —_ 

this, 
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this or the other Aftion, ktecauſe we believe that God 
hath torbiuden it. 

] his now being that which we mean by the 02//- 
gation of Conſcience, here We come to inquire how far 
this Perſwai'ion or Judgment of ours, concerning 
what is our Dvty, and what 15 Siniul, hath Authority 
over us, how far it doth Oblige us to Act or not AC}, 
according to it. | | 

Now 1n Order to the reſolving of this we muſt take 
| Notice, that our Judginent concerning v hat God hath 
Commanded,or Forbuiden, or lett Inditterent,is either 
true or falſe. Weeither make a right Judgment oft our 
Duty, or we make a wrong one. In the former Caſe 
we call our Judgment a Right Conſcrence ; in the latter 
we call it an Erroneous Corſcience. As tor thoſe Caſes 
where we doubt and heſitate, and know not well how 
to make any Judgment at all ( which is that we calf 
a Doubting Conſcience, but -indeed is properly no Con- 
ſcience, unleſs by Accident, ) we have nothing here to 
do with,them, bur ſhall referve them ro another place. 
Here we ſuppoſe, that we do make a Judgment of the 
thing ; that is, we are perſwaded in our Minds, con- 
cerning the goodneſs, or badneſs of this, or the other 
Action : And that which we are to inquire into, is, 
how far that Judgment binds us to Act accord:ng to 
it. 

Now 1 our Conſcience be a Right Conſcience ; that is, 
if we have truly informed our Judgment according to 
the Rule of Gods Law : It is beyond all Quettion , 
and acknowledged by all the World, that we are in 
that Caſe perpetually bound ro A&t according to our 
Judgment. It 1s for ever our Duty fo to do; andthere 
can no blame, no guilt fall upon us, for ſo doing, let 
the Conſequence of our Acting, or not Aﬀing, be 

what it will, So that asto a Right Conſcience, or a 
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well informed Judgment, there is no difpute among a- 
ay fort of Men. 
Bur the great thing to be inquired into, 1s, what 
Obligation # Man 1s under ro Act —_—y ro his Judg- 


ment, ſuppoſing ir be falſe, ſuppoſing 
rightly informed his Confcience, but hath raken up 
talſe meaſures of what God hath Commanded, or For- 
budden. 
= Now for the Reſolution of this, I lay down thee 
Three Propoſitions, which I think will take in all thar, 
s needful, for the giving Satisfaction to every ons, 
eoncerning this point, 

Firſt, Where a Man is miſtaken in his Fudgment, ev24 
tm that Cafe #t is always a Sm to Att againſt it. Be our 
Conſcience never fo ill inſtruſted,, as to what is Good, 
or Fwy, though we ſhould rake that for a Daty, which 
is really a S/” ; and on the contrary, that for a $- 
which is really a Puty : Yet fo long as we are thus 
perſuaded, it will be highly Criminal in us, to Act in 
conmradicion to this perſuaſion ; and the reaſon of this 
is evident, becauſe, by fo doing, we wiltully Att againſt 
the beſt light, which at preſent we have, for the di- 
ret:;on of our Actions; and conſequently our H717 is 
as faulry, and as wicked, in conſenting to fuch Acftt- 
ons, as if we had had truer Notions of things. 

We are to remember, that the Rule of our Duty, 
whatever it be in it felf, cannot touch or atfe&t our 
Actions, but by the Mediation of - our Conſcience ; that 
is, no farther rhan as tit is apprehended by us, or as 
we do underſland and rezmember it. So that when all 
is done, the immediate Guide of our Aﬀtions, can be 
nothing bur our Con/cience ; our Judgment and Perſwas» 
fion, concerning the Goodnefs, or Badneſs, or Indiffe- 
zency, of rhings. 

It is true in all thoſe Inſtances where we are miſta- 
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ken, 'our Conſcience proves but a very tad and unſafe 
Guide ; becauſe it hath ut fe't lot its way, in not tol- 
lowing us Rule as it ſhould have done: But however 
our Guide (till it is, and we have no orher guide of 
our Actions but that. And :t we may Jawtully refuſe 
| to be guided by it in one in ance, we may with as 
much reaſon reject its Gu.dance 1n all. 

What is the Notion that any of us hath of a Wilful 
Sin, or a Sin againii Knowledg, but this ? That we 
have done otherwiſe than we were convinced to be our 
Duty, at the ſame tume that we did ſo. And what o- 
ther meaſures have we of any Mans S7ncerity or Hypo- 
criſte? But only this ; that he AQts according to the 
beſt of his Judgment, or that he dorh not Act accord- 
ing to what he pretends to Believe. 

We do not indeed fay, that every one is a good Man, 
that Ads according to his Juiigment ; . or that he is to 
be commended for all Attions that are done in purſu- 
ance of his Perſwation : No, we meaſure Yerte and 
Vice by the Rule, according to which , a Man ought to 
A; as we/ as by the Mans zutention in Afting. But 
however we all agree that that Man is a Xnave, that in ' 
any inſtance Acts contrary to that which he took to be 
his duty. And in palling this Sentence we kave no 
regard to this ; whether the Man was Right or miſta- 
ken in his Judgment, for be his Judgment Right or 
Wrong, True or Falſe ; it isall one as to his Honeiiy , 
in Acting or not Actingaccording to 1t. - 

He that hath a falſe perſwafſion of things ; fo long 
as that perſwaſion continues, 1s often as well fatisfied 
that he 1s in the Right, as if his Perſwaſion was true. 
That is, he 1s oftentimes as Confident when he is in 
an Error, as when he is inthe Right. And theretore we 
cannot but conclude, that he, who being under a mi- 
ſake, will be tempted to Att contrary to tus Judgment ; 
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would certainly upon the ſame Temptation ACt con 
trary to it, was his Judgment never fo well informed 
And therefore his // being as bad in the one Caſe, as 
in theother, he is equally a Sinner as to the Wilfulne/s 
of the Crime, tho indecd in other reſpe&ts there will 
be a great difference in the Caies. 

Thus I believeis the Senſe of all Men in this matter. 
If a Man for inftlance, ſhould of a Few become 2 
Chriſtian ; while yet mm his Heart he believeth that thc 
Meſſiah is not yet come, and that our Lord Jeſus was 
an Impoſtor. Orif a Papi ſhould to ſerve ſome- private 
ends, Renounce the Communion of the Reman Church, 
. and joyn with ours ; while yet he is perſwaded that 
the Roman Church is the o»ly Catholick Church ; and 
that our Reformed Churches are Heretical or Schiſmati- 
cal.: Though now there is none of us will deny that 
the Men 1n both theſe Caſes have made a good change; 
as having changed a falſe Religion for a 2rue one : yet 
for all that, Idare fay, we ſhould all agree, they 
were both of them great YViJains and Hypocrites, for 
making that change ; becauſe they made it not upon 
Honeſt Principles, and in purſuanceof their Judg- 
ment, .but 1n .dire&t Contradition to both, Nay I 
dare ſay we ſhould. all of us think better of an igno- 
rant well meaning Prozeſtanz.; that being ſeduced by 
the perſwaſions and Artifices of a cunning Popiſh Fa- 
for, did really outjof Conſcience, abandon our Com- 
munion, and go over to the Romaniſts ; as thinking 
theirs to be the ſafeſt : I fay we ſhould all of us enter- 
tain a more favourable Opinion of ſuch a Man in ſuch 
a Caſe; Though really here the change is made from 
a true Keligion to a falſe one ; than we ſhould of either 
of the other Men I have before named. All this put 
together is abundantlyſufficient to ſhew that no Man 
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can in any Caſe A& againſt his Judgment or Perſiwa- 
ſon, but he is Guilty of Sin 1n fo doing, 

But then, our Second Propoſition 1s this, The m;/- 
take if a Dams Judgement may be of ſuch a Nature, that as 
i will be a Sin to Att againſt his Tudzment, ſo it wil 
{likewiſe le a Sin to Act according to it. 

For what Author.ty foever a Mans Conſcience has 
over him, it can never bear him out, it he do an E- 
vil thng in compliance with it. My Judgment is 
( as we have ſaid ) the guide of my Actions ; but it 
may through my negligence beſo tar miſguided it ſelf; 
as that if | follow it , 1t will lead me into the moſt 
horrid Crimes in the World. And will it be a ſufficient 
Excuſe or Juſtification of my Action in ſuch a Caſe to 
ſay ; that indeed herein I did but Act according to my 
Perſwaſion ? No verily ; I may as certainly be damn'd 
without Repentance, tor Acting accord.ng to my Judg- 
ment, in ſome Caſes, where it is miſtaken, as ſhall be, 
tor Atting contrary to it in other Caſes where it is right- 
[y informed. | 

And the Reaſon of this is very plain. Tt is not m 
Judgment or Perſwaſion that makes Good or Fril , 
Right or Wrong, Juſtice or Injuſtice, Vertue or Vice. 
But it is the Nature of things themſelves ; and the Law 
of. God, ( and of Men under that ) Commanding or 
Forbidding things, that makes them ſo. It the Moral 
Goodneſs. or badneſs of Actions was to be meaſured 
by Mens Opinions, and Perſwaſions ; then Good and 
Evil, Duty and Sin, would be the moſt var.ous, uncer- 
tain things in the World. They would change their 
Natures as often as Men change their Opinions ; and 
that which to Day is a Vertue, to Morrow would be a 
Crime ; and that which in one Man, would be a He- 
roically good Attion, would in another Man be a Prc- 
digious Piece of Villany ; though yet there iy 
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diference in the Attion it ſelf, or in the Circum?ances 
of the Man that did it, fave only the diiicrence ot O- 
pinion, 

But ſuch conſequences as theſe are intoleratlc, nor 
indeed do Men either talk or think atter this manner. 
Every Man when he ſpeaks of Good or Evil, Lawful 
or Unlawtul, means ſome certain fixed th.ng which it 
1s not 1n his Power to alter the Nature and Property 
of. That Action is good, and a Duty, wh.ch 1s ei- 
ther ſo in ir ſelf, or made ſo by ſome po'itive Law of 
God. And that Attion is Evil, and a Sn, that 1s For- 
bid by God in either of theſe Ways. So that unleſs 
it was in our Power to change the Nature of rl1.ngs ; 
or to alter the Laws of God : It will unavoidably tol- 
low ; that we fhall be for ever Obliged ro do ſome 
Actions, and to forbear others, whatever our Judgment 
concerning them, is: And conſequently we may be 
Guilty of 5in, it in theſe intances we Act contrary to 
this Obligation ; though at the ſame time it ſhould 
happen that we are firmly perſwaded that we ought fo 
to do. 

And thus is our Propoſition fully proved ; but then 
for the further clearing of it, I delire it may be taken 
notice of : that we do not thus Jay it down, tht eve- 
ry miſtake ot Judgment about Good or Evil, doth in- 
volvea Man in Sin, it he AC according to that mi{- 
take : But only thus, the miſtake of a Mans Judgment 
may be of ſuch a Nature, that as it will be a a Sin in 
him to A& againſt it, ſoit will likewiſe be Sin to 
Act according to it. It 1s not every Error in Morals 
that brings a Man under the neceli.ty of Sinning, 1t he 
purſues it in his Actions. A Mans Conſcience may 
mi'lake its Rue ina Hunared inilances, and yet he 
may falely enough AC according to it. And the Rea- 
fon is becauſe a Man may entertain a great many mif- 
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miſtakes, and falſe Notions of his Dnty, and A& ac- 
cording to them too ; and yet in ſuch Actions he ſhall 
not Tranſgreſs any Law of God. 

Now this that I fay, holds chiefly in theſe two in- 
{lances. For example in the firſt place, it a Man be- 
lieve a thing to be Commanded by God which yet 
indeed is not ; but neither 1s it Forbidden: As it a 
Man ſhould think himſelf Obliged to retire himſelf 
trom his buſineſs, Seven times or Three times a Day, 
for the purpoſe of Devotion; or to give: half of his 
Yearly Income . to Pious,: and- Charitable uſes, if he 
can do it without Prejudice to his family. Now in this 
Caſe he is certainly miſtaken in his Duty ; for the 
Law of God hath not bound him up to ſuch meaſures 
in either of theſe inſtances : But yet becauſe God: hath 
not on the other hand laid any Commands upon him to 
the contrary ; it is certain he may in both theſe inſtan- 
ces Act according to-this miſtake, without any Guilt 
in the World ; Nay, folong as that miflake conti 
Nues, he is bound to At accordingly. 

Again in the ſecond place, it a Maa believe a thing 
to be Forbidden by Gods Law, which yet is not ; but * 
neither is it Commanded-: As for inſtance, if a Man 
think that he ought by Vertue of a Divine Command 
to abſtain from all Meats that are flrangled or have 
Bloud in them ; or it he believe it unlawtul to Play at 
Cards or Dice; or that it 15 Forbidden by Gods word 
to let out Money at Intereſt : Why inall theſe Caſes 
he may follow his Opinien, though it be a falſe one, 
without Sin ; Nay, he 1s bound to tollow it, becauſe 
it is the .dictate of his Conſcience, however his Con- 
ſcience be miſtaken. And the reaſon is plain, becaute 
though he be miſtaken in Its Judgment abour theſe 
matters, yet fivce God hath not by any Law, Forbid 
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theſe things ; there is no Tranſgrefſien follows upon 
Acting according to ſuch a miſtake. _ 

Bur then in other Caſes where a Mans miſtake hap- 
pens to be of ſuch a Nature, as that he cannot Act 
according to his Conſcience, but I 'Tranſgreſſeth ſome 
Law of God ; by which Conſcience ought to be Go- 
verned : As for inſtance, when a Man looks upon that 
as a Lawful Action, or as a Duty, which God hath 
Forbidden ; or looks upon that as a Sin, or at leaſt an 
indiflerent Action, which God hath Commanded ; here 
it is that the miſtake becomes dangerous. Andin ſuch 
Caſes the Man is brought into that fad Dilemma we 
have been repreſenting, viz2 That if he A& aceord- 
ing to his perſwaſion Ne Tranſgreſſeth Gods Law, and 
ſo is a Sinner upon that Account : It *he Atts again 
his perſwaſion, then he 1s felt condemned, and very 
ewlity before God upon that Account, 

Well, bur is there no- avoiding of this ? Muſt it bc 
laid down as a conitant Univerſal Truth; that in all 
Caſes where a Mans Judgment happens to be contra- 
ry to the Rule of his Duty, Commanding, or For- 
bidding an Action ;. he muſt of neceſlity Sin; whe- 
ther he Act, or not Act, according to that Judgment ? 
If indeed he Act againſt his Conſcience, it is readily 
granted he Sins; But it ſeems very hard, that he 
thould be under a neceſſity of Sinning when he Acts 
according to it; eſpecially when he 1s pertectly igno- 
rant of, or -millaken - in the Law againſt which he 
Offtencls. 

This 15 indecd the great difficulty that occurs in this 
matter ; and tor the untying ir, I lay down this third 
general Propoiition, viz. 7hat the great thing to be at- 
tended to in this Caſe of a Mans following a miſtaken 
Fudgmrent, is the Culpableneſs or Incalpableneſs ; the 
Faultineſs or Iinocence of the miltake, upor; which he Ads ; 
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for according as this is ; ſo will his Guilt in Atling accord- 
ing to it be etther greater, or leſs, or none at all. 

We do not fay that a Man is alway s Guilty of a Sin 
before God, when upon a miſinformation of judgment 
he Omits that which Gods Law hath Commanded ; 
or doth that which Gods Law hath Forbidden. No 
though theſe Omiſſions or Actions may be ſaid to be 
Sins .n themſelves ; that is, as to the Harter of them ; 
as being Tranſgreſſions of Gods Law : Yet bctore 
we atirin that they will be imputed to a Man as ſuch ; 
that is prove formally Sins to him ; we firit conider 
the Nature of the Action, and the Circumitances of the 
| Man. If we find upon Examination that the iniiance 
wherein Gods Law 1s Tranfgreſfled, is ſuch an inſtance 
as even an ' Honeſt minded Man may well be ſuppoſed 
to miilake in : And if we find likewiſe that the Man had 
not ſufficient means for the informing himſelf aright 
as to this matter ; and that he hath aone all that he 
could do in his Circumftances to underi:and his Duty : 
It in ſach a Caſe as this he be miſtaken in his Duty ; 
and Act upon that miltake; yet we do not fay that 
the Man is properly Guilty of any vin in that Action , 
however that Action is indeed contrary to the Law of 
God. On the contrary we believe h.m to be Innocent 
aSto this matter ; nor will God ever call im to an 
Account for what he hath done or omitred in theſe 
Circumſtances. 

And the Reaſons and Grounds upon which we afirm 
this are plain, and Evident at the tirſt hearing. No 
Man can be Obliged to do more then what 1s in his 
Power todo. And what ever a Man 1s not Obliged to 
do, it is no Sin in him if he do it not. So that it a Man 
do all that one in his Circumitances can, or ſhould do; 
for the right underſtanding of his Duty : If he hap- 
pens to be miſtaken, that miſtake cannot be imputed 
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to him as a Sin ; becauſe he was not Obliged to un- 
deri.and better. And if his nuiiake be no San, it 1s 
certain to Act according to that mitiake can be no Sin 
ncither. | 

So that the whole point of Sinning, or not Sinning, 
in tollowing an Frroneous Conſcience , Nes here. Whe- 
ther the Man that is thus mutperſuaded, 1s to be bla- 
med, or not blamed , for his Miſperſuaſion. It the 
Error he hath taken up do not proceed trom his own 
Fiult and Negligence ; but was the pure unavoicabhle 
Efte&ts of the Circumſtances, in which he 1s place ; 
( which Circumſtances we ſuppote he contributed no- 
thing te, but he was put into them by the d.ſpotition 
of Divine Providence : ) Then of what Nature foever 
the Error be ; he doth not contract any guilt by any 
Action which he doth in purſuance of that Error. Bur 
it it was in his power to Rectific that Error ; 1t Ie had 
Means and Opportunities to inform his Conſcience bet- 
ter; and the nature of the Action was ſuch , that it 
was his Duty fo to do : So that he mult be account- 
ed guilty of a Groſs and Criminal Neglect, in not doing 
it : In this Caſe the Man is a Trantgreflor, and ac- 
countable unto God, as ſuch, for all rhe Actions that he 
doth, or omits, contrary to Gods Law ; while he Acts 
under that nitake, 'or in} purſuance of it. And' ac- 
cordingly as this Neglect or Careleſneſs is greater or 
leſs ; 10 1s the Sinfulneſs of the Action which he doth 
in purſuance of it, greater or leſs likewiſe. 

And this is a plain account of this matter. So thar 
we ſee there is no Fatal unavoidable-neceſlity laid uporr 
any Man to commit a Sin by Acting according to his 
Conſcience. But it at any time he be brought under 
thoſe fad Circumſtances, he brings that neceitity upon 
himſelf. God never put any Man into ſucit a Conditi- 
on, but that he might do that Duty which was rcqui- 
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red of him; .and-be able to give a good account of 
his Actions. But here is the thing ; Men by their 
Vice and Wickednels ; by neglecting the Means of In- 
ſtruction, that are atforded them ; and nor uſing their 
Reaſon and Underſtanding as they ſhould do ; may ſuf- 
fer themſelves to be brought under the Bondage of 
ſuch Falſe and Evil Principles; that they ſhall ſo long 
as they hold thoſe Principles , fall into Sin, whether 
they Act according to their Conſcience, or Act againſt 
If, 

[ have done with the general Points concerning Con- 
ſcience, which I thought needful to be premiſed, as the 
Grounds and Principles of our following Diſcourſe. I 

30W-come to that which I at firſt propoſed ; and for the 
fake of which all this is intended ; that is, to ſpeak to 
the Caſe of thoſe that Separate from the Communion of 
the Church of England, «pon this pretence ; That it is 
againſt their Conſcience to join with us 7n 2t. 

Now all that I conceive needful to be done, in order 
to & full diſcuſſion of. this Caſe, and giving ſatisfaction 
about it, are theſe Two things, 

Firſt, To Separate the pretences of Conſcience that are 
truly and juſtly made, in this matter , from the falſe ones : 
Or to ſhew who thoſe are that can rightly plead Con- 
ſcience for their Nonconformity ; and who thoſe are 
that cannot. 

Secondly, To inquire how far this Plea of Conſci- 
ence, When it is truly made , will Fuſtifie any Diſſenter 
that continnes in Separation from the Church, as Eſta- 
Bliſhed among us; and what is to be done by ſuch a 
Perſon, in order to his Acting with a fate and good 
Conſcience in this affair. 

Our firſt inquiry is what is requwed in order to 
any Mans truly pleading Conſcience for his refuſing to 
joyn in Communion with tbe Eſtabliſhed Church. - 
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who thoſe Perſons are that can with juſtice make that 
Plea-for themſelves. | 

I think it very convenient to begin-my Diſquiſition 
here, -becauſe by removing all the falſe Pretences to 
Conſcience ; the Controverſy will be brought into a 
much leſs compaſs ; and the difficulties that ariſe will 
be morecalily untyed. The-truthis,if the thing be ex- 
amined, I believe.it will be found, that thepretence to 
Conſcience inthe matter we are talking of - IS, as In 
many .other Gaſes, extended much tarther than it 
ought -to be. My meaning is, that of all-thoſe who 
think-fit ,t@ withdraw from our Communion, and to 
live.in-Diſobedience toithe known Laws of the: Church, 
and pretend. Conſcience for-ſo doing ; [ina great many 
of them it is not Conſcience, but ſome other thing 
miſtaken for - Conſcience, which is the Principle they 
A&.ppqn.- -S0 (that if the true Plea of Conſcience be 
ſeparated from thoſe ogunterieit ones, which uſually 
uſurp.that Name z we\ſhall not find either,the .Perſons 
to be ſo many . that refuſe Communion with us, upon 
. the Account of Gonlcjencetruly ſocalled,; nor:the Ca- 
ſes to be ſo many in which they do retuſe-it upon that 
Account. Tr | * fi 

.Now.in Order to the making ſuch a Separation or 
Diſtintion-between Conſcience zruly fo called , and the 
ſeveral Pretexces to it, in this buſineſs of ,not conform- 
- .ng/ tothe Eſtabliſhed Worſhip, 1 lay Jown this general 
Propofition ; That, if the Principles I have laid down 
about Conſcience be admitted ; then it is certainly true, 
that no Man among us can juſtly plead Conſcience for 
his Separation from the Church of Exg/and ; or can 
ſay that it 1s againſt his Conſcience to joynin Com- 
munion with -1t ; but only ſuch a one, as is perſwaded 
in his own-mind, that he cannot Communicate with us 
without Sinning againſt God in ſo doing. 
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For: ſince, as we have ſaid,Conſcience is nothing elſe 
but a Mans Judgment concerning Attions, whether 
rhey be Duries, or Sins, or Indifterent : And ſince the 
Law of God Commanding or Forbidding Actions ; or 
neither Commanding them, nor Forbidding them ; is 
the only Rule by which a Man can Judg what Adions 
are Duties, and what are Sins, and what are Indiffe- 
rent : It plainly follows ; that as a Man- cannot be 
bound in Conſcience to: do any Aion which it doth not 
appear to him that Gods Law hath ſome way or other 
Commanded, and made a Duty :: So neither can it go 
againſt a Mans Conſcience, to do any Aﬀtion which he is 
not convinced tliat Gods Law-hath ſome way or other 
Forbidden, and ſo'made a Sin. And therefore in our 
preſent Caſe, That Man only can jultly plead Conſci- 
cence for his Nonconformity that can truly fay he is: 
perſwaded in his' Judgment that Conformity ts Forbid- 
den by ſome -Law of God-: Or which- is'the fame 
thing ; No Man'can fay, itis againſt his Conſcience to 
joyn in our Communion; but only ſuch a one as really 
believes he ſhall Sin againſt ſome Law of God, if he 
do joyn with-us, 

If againſt this it be excepted ; that it 1is'very poſ- 
fible for a Man to' be well fatisfied that there 1s no-- 
thing direQly Sinful in our Worſhip ; but yet for all 
that it may be againſt his Conſcience to joyn with us 
in it : As for inſtance; in the Caſe where a Man 
takes it really to be his Duty to hold conſtant Commu- 

/ nion with ſome other Congregation, where hi believes 
he can be more Edified, or to which he is related by 
fome Church Covenant : 'To tlis I anſwer, that in thts 
Caſe,l grant,Conſcience is rightly pleaded for Separation 
( though how juitifiably I do not now Examine : ) But 
then I fay this Plea proceeds upon the fame grounds I 


juſt now laid down, For if the Man (| as is ſuppoſed 
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in the Caſe )) be convinced that it is his Duty by Gods 
Law, (as there is no other-meaſure of Duty ) to hold 
Communion with others, and not with us ; then he 
muſt at the fame time be convinced that he cannot 
without Tranſgreſſion of Gods Law, ( that is, withour 
Sin, ) joyn with us ; And thar is the fame Accountwhich 
we give, of its being againit any Mans Couſcience to 
hold Communion with us. 

Further, If it be urged againſt our Propoſition, that 
not only m the Caſe where a Man is perſwaded of the 
Unlawtulneſs of our Communion, but alſo in the Caſe 
where he only doubts of the Lawfulneſs of it, a Man 
may yuſtly plead Conſcience for his Noncontormiy , 
1o long as thoſe doubts” remain : And therefore it is 
Not truly ſaid of us, that in Order to the Pleading 
Conſcience for Nonconformity, one muſt be perſwaded 
in his -own mind, that Conformity is Forbidden by 
ſome Law of God. I Anſwer, that if the Man who 
thus doubts:of the Lawtulneſs of Conformity, hath really 
entertain'd this Principle, that it is a Sin to do any thing 
with a doubting Conſcience ; I grant that it muſt go 


againſt. his 'Gonlſcience to conform ſo long as he doubts. 


But then, this is but the ſame thing we are contending 
for ; for therefore it goes againſt his Conſcience to 
Communicate with us, doubting as he doth ; becauſe 
he believes he ſhall Sin againſt God if he ſhould. But 
it the Man we are ſpeaking of, do not think it a breach 
of Gods Law, to Act with a doubting Confeience ; 
then I do not ſee how it can in the leaſi go againſt his 
Conſcience to Communicate with us upon that pre- 
- tence. So that notwithſtanding theſe two Exceptions ; 
which are all f{ can think of ;; it will ſtill remain true, 
that no Man can juſtly Plead -Conſcience for his Sepa- 
ration trom the Church, but he that is perſwaded that 
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he cannot joyn. with it without Sinning againſt God; 

Now if this Propoſition be true, as certainly it is ; 
then how many Mens pretences to Conſcience for 
their Separating from us, are hereby cut off : And in- 
deed how- few ( in Compariſon of the multitude: of 
Diſſenters among, us ) will be left, that can be able 
with Truth to fay that it is againſt their Conſcience 
to Communicate Ara in our Prayers, and in our 


Sacraments. 


In the firſt Place, it is Evident that all thoſe: who 
Separate from us upon, Account of any private grudge 
or pique ; becauſe they have beendiſobliged,or have re- 
ceived ſome diſappointment in the way of our Church, 
or by the Men thar are favourers of it ; and therefore 
out of a Pet- will joyn themſelves to another Commus- 
nion. All thoſe that think they can ſerve. their own 
rurns more effeftually, by being of another. way ; as 
for inſtance, they can thereby better pleaſe a. Relation 
from whom they have expeCtances ;, they. can: better 
advance their Trade ,or increaſe thew Fortunes; they can 
better procure a; Reputation, Or regain One: that is Sunk. 
In a;word,all thoſe that. toſerveany ends of Pr:de,ar Jia 
?ereft, or Paſſion , or out of any other worldly Conſi- 
deration, do refuſe-us their Company in the:Wotſhip 
of God?, I fay, all ſuch are. certainly excluded from 
Pleading; Conlcience; for, their Separation. 

In the ſecond Place, all thoſe Lay People who refuſlc 
our Communion upon» Account that thePaſftors,and 7eq- 
chers, whom they moſt Love, and Reverence; arc: not 
permitted to Exerciſe thetr. Function: among us-; whoſe 
Pretence it is, that if, theſe good Men were allowed to 
Teach in-our Churches, they would come to our Con- 
Iregations ; but fo long, as that 1s refuſed, they will 
hear them where they can: I fay, all theſe are like. 
wife excluded from. Pleading Conſcience for their Se. 

Paration. 
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tion. For, however it may really and truly be a- 
gainſt the Conſcience of their Minij/ters to conform , 
( there being other things required of them, than of 
ordinary People, ) yet it is not again!t their Conſci- 
ence ſo to do; for they know no ill in Conformity, b=t 
only. that ſo many good Men are f(ilence(, 

In the third Place, all thoſe that retufe our Commn- 
nion upon a meer diſlike of ſeveral things in our Church 
Offices : They do not for inſtance, like a Form of 
Prayer in general, and they have ſeveral things to Ob- 
jeX againſt our Form in particular ; they do 
not like our Ceremonies, they do not like 
the Surplice, or the Croſs iu Baptiſm ;| and ſundry 0- 
ther things they find fault with : Not that they have 
any thing to ſay againſt the Lawtuineſs of theſe things ; 
but only . they have an Averſion to them : - All thete 
Men likewiſe are cut oft from--Pleading. Conſcience tor 
their Separation. For they do: not pretend that it 1s 
unlawful; or-a Sin ”_ God tojoyn with us in our 
Service: ( which 1s the only thing; wherein their Con- 
ſcience can be concerned ; ) but only they are not 
pleaſed with many things in our Service; as fancying 
them not to be ſo decent, or convenient, or not to 
be ſo prudently Order'd as they would havethem. But 
what of all this ? Admit the things tobe ſo as they 
fancy them ; yet. {till ſo long as they do not thinl: 
there is any Sin in. them, it cannot go againſt their 
Conſcience to joyn with any Aſſembly in which they 
are: Prattifed. Becauſe Conſcience as we have often 
 faid'1s not touched, 15 not affected. where no. Law of 

God is Tranſgreſſed. W 

In the fourth Place, all thoſe that are kept from our 
Communion, purely upon the Account of Education, 
or. acquaintance with Perſons that-are of another pcr- 
ſwaſion. Thoſe that have nothing to fay againſt our 
Worſhip ; but only that they were breci in another way ; 

or 
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or thoſe that would ' joyn with us in it, but _thar they 
know a great many Kel:g;ous Godly Perſons that do 
Condema it, and thereto: they dare not come at us. 
Theſe now may be very well meaning Men, but yet 
they cannot reaſonably Plead Conſcience upon this Ac- 
count for thcir Separation. For it is not a Mans Edu- 
cation , or the Example, or Opinion of other Men , 
that makes any Action to be a Duty, or a Sin, but the 
Law of Ged Commanding or Forbidding that Action. 
And theretore before I can fay that- this, or the other 
Action, is again(t my Conſcience, I muſt believe that 
Gods Law hath either in general, or in particular ; 
either direly, or by Conſequence, made that Action 
unlawful. I grant the Opinions of other Men, eſpe- 
cially thoſe that-are Learned, and Pious are always 
to be liſtned to in doubtful Caſes. But then, no Mans 
Opinion can be the Rule *of my Conſcience ; nor am 
[ at all-concerned in Conſcience to follow it, any far- 
ther than I am convinced that itdeclares Gods Law to 
me. And therefore ſure mm this Caſe of Church Com- 
munion, I can be but very little concerned ' to follow 
41y Mans -Opinion ; when, both there are ſo many 
Perſons, and thoſe as Learned and as Ptous as any o- 
thers, that are -of another Opinion ; .and when alfo 
the Publick Law, which has much more Authority than 
any private Opinion, hath derermined-what I am to do 
in the Caſe. So that it is great weaknels,6c ſillyneſs ; & 
not Conſcience, that prevails with theſe Men Iam 
ſpeaking of, tolive in diſobedience to the Laws. If in- 
deed they be really perſwaded intheir own Minds, that 
our way of Worthipping God,is in any part or inſtance 
of it Unlawful or Forbidden, ( let that Perſwaſion be 
upon what grounds it will, ) then they may truly 
fay it is againſt their Conſcience to joyn with us. But 


if they be not convinced of this; I:donot fee how 
the 


(39) 


the Fxample, or the advice of their Friends and Ac- 
quaintance, can inthe leaſt give them a Title to Plead 
Conſcience for their refuſing our Communion; 

Fifthly, thoſe that withdraw from the Church upon 
this- Account, that our Governours in their Laws and 
Preſeriptions about Gods Worſhip, have not rightly 
uſed the Power which they are intruſted with, but 
have exceeded their bounds ; have made perhaps too 
great Encroachments upon Chriſtian Liberty ; or laid 
more ſtreſs thart was meet upon Indifferent things : 
Theſe likewiſe are excluded by the former Rule from 
Pleading Conſcience for their Separation. For admit 
the- Law-givers have been to blame in the Exerciſe of 
their Power in theſe matters, ( which yet is ſooner ſaid 
then proved, ) and have really done more then they 
can anſwer to. God: for ; yet what 1s this to them - 
The Conſcience of the Governours 1s indeed deeply 
concerned about theſe things ; and they muſt give an 
Account to God for the abuſe of their Authority if 
there be any, But how this doth concern the Conſci- 
ence of the Subject, is not eaſily underſtood : So long 
as what is Commanded'or-Enjoyned, doth: not appear 
to- interferewith any Law of God. But having faid this; 
I fear there istoo much reaſon to add; that thoſe who 
ſo much fland up tor Chriſtian Liberty, and would be 
thought the great Patrons of it ; do by their endleſs 
ſcruples about Indifferent things, and retuſing to Obey 
Authority in- ſuch matters, in all appearance, take 
the molt Efeftuall Courſe to deſtroy all Chriſtian Li- 
berty,n the true Notion of it ; and tv bring in a Relj- . 
gion that ſhall conſiſt of Touch wor, Taſt not, Flndle 
ot ;-and ſuch other Uncommanded things. 

Sixthly, and laitly, ( ro name 'no more inſtances ) 
All thoſe that can Communicate Occafonally with us, 
in our Prayers and Sacraments : As for inſtance, thoſe 

that. 
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that when they have a turn to be ſeryed, when there 
isan Office c» ſome ſuch thing in'the Caſe ; .can come 
to Church, and receive the Communion, -but at other 
times they do not afford us their Preſence : Theſe are 
alſo excluded from pretending to Conſcience, for their 
not cox/tantly joyning in Communion with us. . For if 
indeed they, did believe, it was a Sin in them to joyn 
with us in our Prayers and Sacraments; with what 
Conſcience dare they do 1t at all > They ought not for 
any worldly good, to venture upon ſuch an Aftion as 
they do believe to be forbidden byGods Laws ; But if 
they do not believe that to.joyn in ourCommunion 1s a 
Sinful thing, ( as I dare fay none of theſe Perſons do ) 
then I will be bold to make the Inference ; that it can- 
not be more againſt their Conſcience to do it 7hrice, 
than to do it Once; and do it conſtantly than to do.it 

Thrice. +» = SITE 
But let us leave the falſe-Pretenders to Conſcience; 
and come to the Caſe of thoſe -who- can juſtly Plead 
Conſcience for their Separation ; or that can trulyfay;ir 
is againſt their Conſcience to.joyn in our Communion. 
Of this. fart -are all ſuch, and none but ſuch, as do' 
teally believe that our Communion, is unlawful, or-that 
they cannot Communicate with.us without Sin, as'I 
have before proved. 
As for thoſe that only doubt of the Lawfulneſs of 
our Communion, but are not, perſwaded that 4t is un- 
fawtul ; I do not here conſider them'; becauſe they can- 
not ſay that it 1s againſt their Conſcience to Communi- 
cate with us; any more than they can fay, that 
' they are bound in Conſcience to Communicate with us : 
For they are uncertain as to both thee things, and arc 
not determined either way. But however 'be- 
cauſe theſe men may juſtly Plead Conſcience upon this 
Account ; that they rthm& it-1s a Sin to joyn .with us 
| {o 
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ſo long as they doubt of the Lawfulneſs of our Com: 
munion : I ſhall conſider their Cafe afterwards in a 
particular Diſcourſe upon that Argumaene 


Thoſe that I am now concerned with, are ſuch, as 
do believe, or are perſwaded , that there is ſome 
thing in our Worſhip which they cannot comply witli 
without Sinning againſt God. : 
 - And my bulineſs is to Examine whether ſuch a Belief 
or Perſwaſron of the Unlawfulneſs of our Communion will 
Jaſtifie any Mans Separation from us ? Or how far it will 
do it ? And what is to be done by ſuch Perſons, in order, 
either to their Commanicating, or not Communicating with 
us, with a ſafe Conſcience ? This is. our ſecond Point, 
andT apply my ſelf to it. 24 

There area great many among us, that would with 
all their Hearts ( as they fay ) Obey the Laws of 
the Church,and joyn in our Worſhip and Sacraments ; 
but they are really perſwaded that they cannct do it 
without Sin : For there are ſome things required of 
them as Conditions of Communicating with'us, which 
are Forbidden by the Laws of God. | 

As for Inſtance, it is againſt the Commands of 
Chriſt to appoint, or to uſe any thing in the Worſhip 
of God, which God himſelf hath not appointed. For 
this is to add to the word of God, and to Teach for Do- 
arines the Commandments and Traditions of Men. 

It is againſt the bo yr rrgs of Jeſus Chriſtto Stint 
the Spirit in Prayer which all thoſe that uſe a Form 
of Prayer, muſt neceſfarily do. 

It is againſt the Commands of Jeſus Chriſt to uſe a- 
ny Significant Ceremony 1n Religion : As for Inſtance, 
the Croſs in Baptiſm, tor that is to make new Sacra- 


ments. | 
It is againſt the Commands of Feſus Chriſt to bac! 
at the Lords Supper, for that is direQly to contradic 
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our Saviours Example in his Inſtitution of that Sacra- 
ment, and Savours beſides -of. Papiſh Idolatry.. 

Since therefore there are theſe Sintul- things in our 
Worſhip; and thoſe too impoſed as Terms of Com- 
munion ; how can we blame rhem, it they withdraw 
themſelves from us ? Would we have them joyn with 
us in theſe Prattices which they verily believe to be 
Sins ? ' Where ' then was their Conſcience ? They 
might perhaps by this means ſhew how, much they 
were the Servants of Men ; But what would became of 
their Fidelity to Feſus Chriſt. 

What now fhall we fay. to this ? 'They themſelves 
are fo wall fatisK'd with their, own doings in. theſe 
matters, that they donot think they are in the leaft' to 
be blamed tor retuſingus their Communion, ſo longs 
things ſtand thus with them. They. are ſure they here- 
in tollow their own Conſcience.; and therefore they 
cannot doubt but they are ina fafe Condition ; and 
may juſtifie their Proceedings to God, and to all the 
World ; let us fay what we pleaſe. 

This is the Caſe. Now in Anſwer to it, we muſt 
orant them theſe two _ 

Firſt of all, that if indeed they be right in cheir 
Judgment ; and thoſe things which they .except a- 
gainſt in our Communion be really Unlawful, and 
rorbiddea by Je/as Chriſt; then they are not at all 'to 
be blamed for therr not Communicating with us. For 
in that Caſe, Separation 1s not a $7 but a-Duty : We 
being for ever bound 'to Obey © God rather than 
Men. 

And Secondly, ſuppoſing they be miſtaken intheis 
Fudgment, and think that to be unlawful, and Hor- 
bidden by God whielris not. really ſo : Yet fe lang as 
this perſwaſion continues..(though it be a falſe one) we 
think they cannot without S4n joyn in our Communion. 

For 
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For-even, an Erroneous Conſcience ( as we have ſhew- 
ed, ) binds thus far, that a Man cannot without Sin 
A@ in Contradiction to it. Theſe two. things I ſay 
we grant them, and let them make the beſt advantage 
of them. : | 

But then this is the pdint we ſtand upon, and which 
if it be true, will render, this whale Plea for Noncon- 
formity upon account of Conſcience, as I have now o- 
pened it, wholly inſuffictent, viz. If it: ſhould prove 
that our Diſſenters are miſtaken in their Judgment ; 
and that our Governours do indeed require nothung of 
them in the matter of Church. Communion, but what 
they may comply-with, without breach of Gads Lav: : 
Then I fay it will not acquit: them from being Guilty of 
Sin before God ia withdrawing from our Communi- 
on; tg fay , that they really believed our Communion 
to be unlawful ; and upon that Account they durſt not 
joyn, with us. 

It is not my Province here to. Anſwer all their Ob- 
jeRions againſt our Forms of Prayer, our Ceremonies, 
our Orders and Rules, ih Adminiſtring Sacraments , 
and other things that concern our Communion : This 
hath been done ſeveral times ; and of late by ſeveral 
Perſons' which have treated of all theſe particular mat- 
ters; and who have ſhewed with great clearnels and 
firength, that there is nothing required in our Church 
Appointments, which is in the teaſt inconſiſtent with, 
or Forbidden by any Law of Feſus Chriſt : But on the 
contrary, the Eſtabliſhments. of our Church, arc. for 
_ Gravity, Decency, Purity, and agrecablenets with the 

Primitive Chriſtianity ; the moſt approvable, and the 
leaſt Exceptionable of any Church Conſtitutions at 
this day in the World. 

Theſe things therefore I meddle not with, but this is 


the point I am concerned in : Whether, ſuppoſing it be 
G 2 every 
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every Mans Duty to joyn in Communion with the- 
E:tabliſhed Church ; and there be nothing required in 
that Communion, but what may be Law tully PraCti- 
ſed? I fay, ſuppoling- theſe two th.ngs ; whether. it 
will be ſuificienr ro. acquit any Man from Sin, that 
withdraws” from that © ommunicn, upon this Account, | 
that through his  mittake, he believes he cannot joyn 
with us without Sin ? Or thus, whether will any mans 
per{iwaſion that there are Sinful Terms required in our 
Communion ( when yet there are not any ) juſtifie 
his Separation trom us. | 
This is the general Queſtion truly put ; And this 
I give as the Anſwer to it : That in general ſpeaking a 
Mans Erroneous Perfwation doth nor diſſolve the Obli- 
cation of Gods Law, .or juitifie any Mans Tranſgreſ- 
tion of his Duty. So that if Gods Law doth Com- - 
mand me to hold Communion with the Church where 
I have no juſt cauſe to break it - And I have no juſt . 
cauſe to break it in this particular Caſe, but only I 
think T have : My miſperſwaſion in 'this matter doth 
not diſcharge me from my Obligation to keep the 
Communion 'of the Church ; or acquit me from Sin 


before God if I break it. 


The Truth and Reaſon of this T have fully ſhewed 
before, in what Fhave faid about the Authority of Con- 
ſcience. . I ſhall now only by way of turther Confirma- 
tion ask this Queilion : Was St. Paul guilty of Sin or 
no, When he Perſecuted the Chriſtians ; being verily 
perſwaded in his own mind that he ought ſo to do, and ' 
that: he Sinned. if he did not ? It any. will fay that St. 
Paul did not Sin in this, becauſe he did but Ac accord- 
ing to his Conſcience ; they contradict his own ex- 
preſs words. For he acknowledgeth himtielf to be 
the greateſt of Sinners, and that for this very reaſon. &e- 
etefe he perſecuted the. Church of Chriſt. It they fay 

| c that 
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that he did Sin in doing this : Then they mutt at the 
ſame time acknowledg, that a Mans perſwaſion that a 
thing is a Duty, wilt not excuſe him from guilt in 
| practiſing it ; if really and indeed it be againit Gods 
| Law : And on the other ſide,by the fame reaſon, that a 
Mans perſwaſion that a thing is unlawtul, will not 
excuſe him from guilt in not Practiling it ; it indeed 
Gods Law hath made it a Duty. 

So that it infinitely concerns all our Diſfenting Bre-® 
thren to conſider very well what they Go, 
when they withdraw from our Communion. 
Schiſm undoubtedly is a great and crying Sin. A Sin, 
againſt which, there are as many hard things faid in 
the Diſcourſes of our Lord and his Apoſtles ; and in 
the Writings of the Ancient Chriſtians ; as againſt a- 
ny other Sin whatſoever. And theretore let thoſe that 
$ forſake our Communion ; and ſet up,or joyn with other 
Aſſemblies in Oppoſition to-ours : I ſay, let them-look 
to it that they be not involved inthe Guilt of this 
dreadful Sin. They muſt be ſure that their Separation 
proceeds upon good grounds, if they would free them- 
ſelves from the imputation of it. It is not always e- 
nough to excuſe them ; that they do believe there are 
Sintul Conditions impoſed in our Communion, an 
conſequently it is their Duty to withdraw. For unle 
the thing be ſo indeed ; their believing ſo will not 
| cancel their Obligation to our Church Communion ;. 
| or make jt ceaſe to be Schiſm to withdraw themſelves. 
from 1t. 

This may perhaps at the firſt hearing ſeem very. 
ſtrange Doctrine to many, but yet it is true for all 
that ; and will appear a little more Evident, it we put. 
the Caſe in another inſtance, wherein we are not ſo 
nearly concerned. 


Here is one of the Romwar-Cathelick perſwaſion,. 
( as 
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( as they call it, ) that hath been trained up in Pope- 
Ty ; and heartily believes it to be true Religion, and 
the Only one, wherein Salvation 1s to be had ; and 
therefore in Obedience to the Laws and Cuſtoms of 
that Church, doth pay Religious Worſhip to Images ; 
doth pray to Saints and Angels ; doth give Divine A- 
doration to the Conſecrated Bread in the Sacrament ; 
as really believing it to be turned into the, Body of 
Chriſt, to which his Soul, and Deity 1s perſonally U- 
nited. | 

Is now ſuch a Perſon as this. Guilty of Idolatry in 
theſe PraQtices or is he not ? He doth verily believe 
that he is not. He would abhor theſe Practices, if he 
did in the leaſt believe, that God had Forbid them as 
Idolatrous. Nay he is ſo far from believing that they 
are Forbid, that on the contrary he hath been taught 
to believe that they are neceffary Duties ; and he can- 
not be a good Catholick, unleſs he thus Worſhip Ima- 
ges, and Saints, and - the Bread of the Hoſt. Well, 
now the point is, Whether ſuch a Man, believing as. he 
doth, be upon that Account acquitted from the Sin of 
Idolatry ? We all grant, that if he had fuch clear 
[nformation about theſe things as we Proteſtants have ; 
he would certainly be an "— if he ſhould conti- 
tinue in theſe Practices : Bud whether Is belief, and 
Opinion, and perſwaſion concerning theſe things, do 
not excuſe him ; and make that ceaſe to be / olatry, 
that would otherwiſe be ſo ; This I fay 1s the queſtion. 
But yet none of us make any great queſtion of it. For 
we do charge the Papiſts indifcriminately, with Ido- 
latry in their Worſhip ; notwithſtanding their diſclaim- 


ing it ; notwithſlanding their Protefſion to Worſhip 


God, no otherwiſe than according to his own Will ; 
notwithlanding they do really take themielves Obli- 
ed in Conſcicnce to give Divine Worſhip to the Con- 

ſecrated 
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ſecrated Elements, and thoſe other Objects. And we 
charge them rightly in this. For if it be realy Idola- 
try by Gods word, to do theſe things ; then it will be 
Idolatry in any Man to do them, let his Opinion a» 
bout them be what it Will. A Mans Ignorance, or 
miſtake, or falſe Opinion doth not alter the nature of 
things ; it can neither make that ceaſe to be a Duty, 
which God hath Commanded, nor that ceaſe to be a $1 
which God hath Forbidden. All that it will do, is, 
that according to the Nature and Circumſtances of it, 
it may more or leſs Extenuate the Tranſgrellion that is 
committed upan the Account thereof. | 
 _ And the Caſe is juſt the ſame in the matter before 
us. Forany Man to withdraw his Coramunion from 
that Church, with which he ought, and with which 
he may Lawfully Communicate ; That is as properly 
the Sin of Schiſm, as it is the Sin of 1dolatry to give 
Divine Worſhip to that which is not God. For any 
Man, therefore, to break the Unity of the Chureh ; 
though it be upon this very Account, that he doth 
believe it is his Duty ſo todo; or that he cannot 
Communicate with that Church without Sin : Yet it 
this perſwaſion of ;his be falſe,and Erroneous ; he is no 
leſs a Schifmarick for all this ; than the other Man is 
an Jdolater that thinks it his Duty to adore Images , 
and thoſe other undue Objects of Divine Worſhip 
among the _—_— It .is true, the Mans Igno-- 
rance or Miſperſwafſion will according to rhe greater or 
leſs Culpability of it ; more or leſs excuſe the Mans 
Perſon. before God, as it doth in the:other Cafe. 
But it cannot in the leaſt ,make that which God hath 
made to be Schiſm to be no Schi/m; no more than in 
the other Caſe, it.makes that to beno /do/atry which 
Gods word hath declared to be 7dolatry. 
Well now admitting all this ; here comes the pinch 


of the thing. It will be faid, What, would you have a. 
Man. 
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Man do in this Caſe ? He cannot conferm with a ſafe 
Conſcience ; and yet he is a Tranſgreſſor if he donor. 
If he comply againſt his Conſcience, you grant he is 
guilty of Sin in ſo doing : If he doth not Comply ; 
then you ſay heis a Schiſmatick ; and fo is a Sinner 
upon that Account. Why to this I fay, that both 
theſe things are often true ; and here is that Dilemma, 
which Men by Suffering their minds to be abuſed 
with Evil Principles, and Perſwaſions, do frequently 
run themſelves into. They are reduced to that Ex- 
tremity that they can neither Act, nor forbear AQting : 
They can neither Obey, nor Diſobey without Sin. 

But what is to be done in this Caſe ? I know no- 
thing but this : That all Imaginable Care is to be ta- 
ken that the Error and falſe Principles which miſled 
the Man be depoſed ; and that his Judgment be better 
informed ; and then he may both do his Duty which 
Gods Law requireth of him, and avoid Sinning againſt 
his Conſcience. : 

But how is this to be done ? Why no other way, but 
by uſing Conſcientiouſly all thoſe means which com- 
mon Prudence will Recommend to a Man, for the 
g4ining Inſtruction and Information to himſelf about 
any point that' he deſires throughly to underſtand. 
That 15 to fay, Freeing his Mind trom all Pride, and 
Paſſion, and Intereſt, and all other carnal Prepoſleſ- 
ſions ; and applying himſelf ſeriouſly and impartially 
to the getting right Notions and Sentiments about his 
Duty in theſe matters : Conſidering without prejudice 
what can be faid on both fides : Calling in the beſt af- 
fiſtance of the ableſt and wiſeſt Men that he can come 
by : And above all ' things ſeriouſly endeavouring to 
underſtand the Nature and Spirit of the Chreſtzan Reli- 
gon; and to prattice all that he 15 undoubtedly con- 

| vinced 


(49) 


yinced to, be his Duty : Andfor the matters in queſt i- 
an, molt earneſtly imploring the Aſliſtance of Gods 
Spirit to guide and direct him. 

Well, but ſuppoſing a Man has endeavoured to in- 
form his Judgment as well as he can, and hath uſed 
all thoſe Prudent means that were in his Power, to ſa- 
tisfie himſelf of the Lawfulneſs of our Communion. ; But 
yet after all, hes of the ſame perſwaſion that he was, 
viz, That he cannot joyn in our Worſhip without Sin : 
what will we fay to ſuch a Man as this ? Will we ſtill 
ſay that this Man mult either Contorm,though againſt 
his Conſcience ; or he is a Schiſmatick betore God ? 
This is the great difficulty, and have two things to 
ſay to it. 

[In the firſt place, we do heartily with that this was 
the Caſe of all, or of the moſt of our Difſenters, 
Cn that they had done what they can, to fatisfie 
themſelves about our Communion. ) For if it was, 
I do verily perſwade my ſelf that there would preſent- 
ly bean end of all thoſe much to be lamented Schi/ms, 
and Divifions, which. do now give ſo much Scandal to 
all good Men , and threaten the Ruin of our Reformed 
Religion ; And this pobr Church of England, which 
hath ſo long Labouredand Groaned, under the furious 
Attacques that have been made upon her, by Enemies | 
without, and Enemies within her own Bowels, would - 
in a little time, be perfeAly ſet free from all apprehen- 
ſion of Danger, at the leaſt from the one fort of her 
Adverſaries. 

If all our Brethren of the Separation would moſt 
ſeriouſly fo/low after the things that make for Peace, and 
walk by the ſame Rule as far as they were able, and in 
things where they were otherwiſe minded, would Religi- 
ouſly apply themſelves to God for direction ; and to 
the ule of Prudent means for SatisfaQtion : I doubt 
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not but the Face of things would preſently be changed 
among, us ; and we ſhould hear no more of any Divi- 


- fion or S:hiſmin our Nation, that was cither dangerous 


to the Church, or to the Salvation of the Men that 
were concerned 1n it. - 

But alas, we fear we have too great reaſon to fay, 
that the generality of our Diſſenting Brethren, even | 
thoſe of them that Plead Conſcience for their Separation; 
have not done their Duty in this matter ; have not hear- 
tily endeavoured to fatisfic theirMinds about the Law- 
fulneſs of Conformity in thoſe Points which they ſtickat. 

If they had ; one would think that after all their 
endeavours they ſhould, before they pronounced Com- 
formity to be unlawful, be able to produce ſome one 
plain Text of Scripture for the proving it ſo,cither in the 
whole or in any part of it ; butthisthey are not able to 
do. They do indeed produce ſome Texts of Scripture 
which they think do make for them : But really they 
are ſuch, that if they had not ſupinely taken up 
their meaning upon truſt ; but would have been at the 
pains of carefully examining them z aud uſing-ſuch 
helps as they have every where at hand for the under- 
ſtanding them - It would have been ſomewhat difficult 
tor them,to have expounded thoſe Texts in ſuch a ſenſe 
as would infer the unlawtulneſs of our Communion. 

Bur further I ſay, it is not probable that the genera- 
lity of our Difſenters, who condemn our Communion 
as unlawful, have ever anxiouſly applied themſelves 
to the conſidering the Point, or gaining Satisfation 
abour it ; becauſe they do not ſeem to have much con- 
ſulted their own Teachers in this affair, 'and much leſs 
thoſe of our way. If they had, they would have 
been diſpoſed to think better of our Communion ; 
than they do: For not to mention what the Churchmen 
do teach & preſs in this matter; the moſt Eminent of 
their own Minlfters, arc ready thus far to give their Te- 
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ſtimony to our Communion. That there is nothing 
required in it, but what a Lay-Perſon may Honeſtly and 
Lawfully comply with;though there may be ſome things 
inconvenient, and which they wiſh were amended. 
| | Nay they themſelves are ready upon occaſion to afford 
us their Company,in all the inſtances of Lay-Communio::. 
But I defire not to enlarge upon this Argument, be- 
cauſe it is an Invidious one. All thar I fay is, that we 
| wiſh it was not too apparent by many Evidences, that 
| | moſt of thoſe who ſeparate from us, are ſo far from 
having done all they can to bring themſelves to a com- 
plyance with our Church Conſtitutions; that rhey 
have done little or nothing at all cowards jt : But 
have taken up their Opinions, hand over head, without 
much thinking or enquiring ; and having once taken 
, up an Opinion, they adhere to it, without ſcarce ſo 
. muchas once thinking , that it is poſſible for them to 
| bein the wrong. 
If you ſpeak of a Man that may with reaſon be ſaid 
to have done his endeavour to ſatisfie himſelf about the 
Points of his Duty in this matter : Give us ſuch a 
one ; as hath no end, no intereſt to ſerve by his Reli- 
gion, but only to Pleaſe God, and to go to Heaven ; 
and who in the choice of the way that leads thither, 
hath the Indiflerence of a Traveller ; to whom it is all | 
one, whether his way light on the right Hand, or 
on the left; being only concerned that it be the way * 
which leads to his Journeys end. | 
Give us a Man, that concerns himſelf as little as 
you pleaſe, in the Speculative Diſputes, and Contro- 
verſies of Religion : But yet 1s wonderfully Solicitous 
| about the PraCtice of his Duty ; and therefore will re- 
fuſe no pains or trouble that may give him a right un- 
derſtanding of that. 
_ Give usa Man, that in the midſt of the great 
Heats, and Diviſions, and diflerent Communions 
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the Church ; is yet modeſt, and humble, and docible: 
Thac believes he may be miſtaken, and that his private 
Friends may be miſtaken too, and hath ſuch an Eſteem 
and Reverence for. the Wiſdom of his Governours in 
Church or State ; as to admit that it 1s probable they 
may ſce. farther inro matters of State and Religion, 
than he dorh : And that therefore every Tenent, and 
Opinion that was inbibed in his Education ; that was 
infuled by private Men of his acquaintance; or that 
was eſpouſed upan a very few thoughts, and little Con- 
ſideration ; ought. not to be ſo ſtifly maintained ; as 
to control, or to be ſet in Oppoſition to the Publick 

Eitabliſhments of Authority. | | 
Laſtly, give us a Man,that where the Publick Laws 
do run counter to his private Sentiments ; and he is 
at a loſs to reconcile his Duty to Men, with his. Duty 
to God : Yet 'deth not preſently upon this, ſet up a 
Flag of Defiance to Authority ; but rather applics 
bimſelt with all the Indifterence, and Honeſty he can, 
to get a.true Intormation of theſe matters: And to 
that end he Prays to God continually for his afliſtance, 
he.calls in the beſt helps, and. conſults the beſt guides . 
he can ; his Ears are- open to What both ſides can fay 
for themſelves ; and he is as willing to read a Book 
which is writ againit his. Opinion, as one that defends 
it.: Ina word it he be .prejudiced, or biaſſed any way ; 
it is on the - ſide'of Authority ; being rather deſirous 
to find himſelf miſtaken, and his Governours in the 
Right ; than humſelf in the Right, and his Gover- 
nours miltaken. | fay ſhew us ſuch a Man: as this ; 
and we readily grant, you have produced a Perſon', 
that doth ſincerely uſe his endeavours to fatisfie him- 
ſelf about the Lawfulneſs of our Communion. But 
then we muſt fay this alſo ;- that as the Caſe ſtands be- 
tween- the Church of . Eg/aud, and the Diſſenters ; 
we 
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we canhardly bclieve, that ſuch a Man will long cor- 
tine in Separation from the Church ; but will ina 
little time gain the Satisfaction of feeing, not only 
that he may Lawtully joyn with us, but alſo that it 1s 
his Duty fo to do. | 
But let us admit, that a Man may have endeavour- 
ed to Inform his Judgment as well as he can ; and yet 
be fo far from being convinced that 1 is his Duty to 
Joyn with us in our Worſhip. ; that he is full of O- 
pinion that it is his Duty to Separate from us : What 
will we fay of ſucha Man 2 Will we {4]l brand him 
far a Schiſmatick, notwithſtanding he hath done all he 
can,. to bring himſelt over to us ; but cannot ? 
To thus I anſwer in the ſecond Place, according to 
the Principles I have before laid down, that it ſuch a 
Caſe do ever happen ; though the Man cannot be ex- 
cuſed from Schiſm, as to the matrer of it ( becauſe 
wherever there is an Actual Separation from a Church, 
with which we ought, and with which we may, Law- 
fully Communicate ; there is an Aftual Schiſm Com- 
menced ; let the pretence for the Separation be what 
| it will :  yetT truſt he ſhall not be charged before 
4 God, with the Formal guilt of the Schiſm ; any farther 
than the Error that led him into it, was contracted by 
his own fault. 
Though Schiſm in it ſelf ( as we have faid ) be a 
K great Sin : yet we do not fay that all thoſe who are 
engaged in the fame Schiſm, are equaly Guilty betorc 
God 


In the firſt place, thoſe that ſeparate from the Church, 
| to ſerve any private ſecular turn ; theſe are moſt hor- 
ribly guilty of Schiſm, and there is nothing to be ſaid 

in their excuſe. 
In the -ſecond Place, thoſe who ſeparate from the 
Church, through miſperſwaſiens, and a_— of 
: udg- 
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Judgment, which they groundleſsly, and fooliſhly 
took up; and might have avoided ; and would yet 
ſill certainly corre& in themſelves, if they were but 
fo Careful, and Conſcientious about . their Duty as 
they ought to be : Theſe Men, have indeed far more 
to tay for themſelves, than the former ; but yet they are 
very blameable, and .are bound as they Love their 
Souls, to take more Care of Informing their Conſci- 
ence aright ; that ſo they may leave that Sin they are 
engaged in. | | 

But Thirdly, thoſe that teparate from the Church 
of God, becauſe they know no better, nor never had 
means to know better : Or thoſe that have ſincerely 
endeavoured to underſtand their Daty as much as could 
be expeted from one in their Circumſtances ; yet 
through weakneſs of underſtanding, or want of Op- 
portunity, light into wrong Paths: In a word, thoſe 
hat are unhappily engaged in a_ Schiſm ; but God Al- 
mighty who ſearcheth the Hearts, knoweth, that it is 
not through the Fault of their Wills, but the misfor- 
tune of their Circumſtances : Iſay,if there be any Man 
among us that is in this Condition ; though he be a - 
Schiſmatick Materially ; yet he is Innocently, at leaſt, Piz- 
tiably ſo. And if he be as free from blame inthe o- 
ther parts of his Life ; be may be a good Chriſtian 
for all that. And God Almighty we hope who Judg- 
eth of Men by their inward Sincerity, and not by 
their outward Circumſtances ; will impute that Schifts 
( which in others perhaps is a wilful Crime ) to this 
Man, no otherwiſe then asa pure Sin of ſgnorance, 
which ſhall not ( upon a general Repentance for all 
Sins known and unknown, ) be accounted for at the 
laſt day. Eſpecially if this Innocently miſtaken Man 
we ſpeak of, do to the other Regularities of his Life, 
add a diligent Care in theſe four following Points. 


Furſt, 
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Firſt, that he be not O&/tinate, and Pertinacious if 
Ins way, but that he keep his mind readily prepare 
and diſpoſed to receive any Conviction, which God 

any Means or Inſtruments ſhall offer to him: 

Secondly, That he Separate no farther from the 

Church, of which he ought to be a Member, than he 
needs muſt ; but do chearfully comply with the Pub- 
lick Laws, and Eſtabliſhments in all thoſe Inſtances, 
where he is Satisfied he may do it with a fafe Conſci- 
Ccnce. 
Thirdly, that where he cannot give Adtive Obedi- 
ence to the Laws ; -he do in thoſe Inſtances Patiently,e 
and Chriſtianly, ſubmit to the Penalties, which thoſe 
Laws infliet : Neither exclaiming againſt his Gover- 
nours, or -the Magiſtrates, as Perſecutors ; for enaCt- 
ing, or Executing, thoſe Laws : Nor ufing any undue, 
TMegal means to get.himſelf more eaſe and Liberty : But 
in all things behaving-himſelf as a quiet and peaceablc 
Subje&t to the Government he lives under. 6 

And Fourthly, and laſtly, that he ſhew himſelf a 
good Neighbour as well as a good Subjett ; in avoiding. 
all nee and bitter Cenſures of thoſe that differ in 
Opinion, and perſwaſion from him ; and Exerciſing. 


Humanity, and Friendlineſs, and Charity to all his 


Fellow Chriſtians. 

Whoſoever I fay, of our Brethren, of the Separa- 
tion make good theſe Points : 'That is to ſay,are in the" 
firſt place, very ſincere in their endeavours, to inform 
their Conſcience aright in the matter of our Commu- 
nion : And in the next place, when they cannot Satis- * 
fie their Conſcience about our way ; do yet in their 
Diſſent from us, Obſerve the four Partieulars I have 
now named : I thould be loth for my part to Cenſure 

em either as ill Mey, or ill Subjeits, or ill Chriſtzans. 

" But then all that I have faid in this matter, doth, no 
more 
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more juſtifie the Sin of Schiſm, or FExtenuate the -hai- 
nouſneſs of it in its own Nature ; Than it would ſerve 
to juſtifile or Extenuate the Sin of Idolatry ; it all 
that I have now faid, was applied to the Caſe of an 
Ignorant, well meaning, devout Papiſt. For | do ve- 
rily believe that what I have now repreſented by way 
of Apology for an innocent miſtaken — ; will 
hold true, mutatis mutandis, in the Caſe of a deluded 
Romaniſt, who is invincibly, and without any tault of 


His, tntangled in the Practice of their /d4vlatries. But 


I-believe for all that, the Sin of dolatry is in it felt a 
moſt grievous Sin, and fo I believe is the $1n of Sc/ im 
and therefore notwithſtanding all that may be faid ;; 
concerning the Innocence, or Excuſeableneſs ot fome 
Mens miſtakes about theſe matters ; yet nevertheleſs, 
it infinitely concerns every Perſon, to have a care 
how he be engaged, either in the one, or the other. 
To come to a concluſion, that which I would moſt 
ſcriouſly preſs from what hath been ſaid is this. Ir ap- 
pears from the foregoing Diſcourſe, how abſolutely 
neceſſary it is ; that every Man ſhould endeavour to 
inform his Judgment niche in the matters that offend 
his Conſcieace ; before he withdraw his Obedience 
trom his Lawftul Governours, and his Communion 
from thoſe that Worſhip God in Publick under them. 
It appears likewiſe that it is not enough to juſtifie a 
Mans Separation ; that this or the other thing in our 
Worſhip, 4s really againit his Conſcience ; for he may 


be a great Sinner notwithiianding that, for leaving 


our Aſſemblies, it it ſhould prove at laſt that he is mi- 

{taken in his Notions. | 
What therefore ſhould every Diſſenter among us do, 
that hath any regard to his Duty, and would pre- 
ſervea good Conſcience? I fay, what is there that 
more concerns him to do? than preſently to ſet abaqut 
the 
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he true —_— of his Judgment in the points 
where he is now ditlatis:i'd z tor Fear hEte tound ts 
live in a grievous Sin all the time he Separates trom 


And therefore, let no Man that Lives out of our 
Communoon, fatisfie himſelf with ſuch frivolous pre- 
tences as theſe : That as for all the Sub/tantials of 
_ Religion , the matters of Faith and Good Life, they 
do agree with us. ; and that as for the other matters 
. Which concern Ceremonies and Diſcipline ; thele are 
Nice, Controverted Points ; Points diſputed pro and 
contra. ' amongſt the Divines: And therefore why 
ſhould they trouble their Heads about them ; nay per- 
haps if they ſhould, they have neither Abilities nor” 
Opportunities to underſiand them. 

It muſt be confeſſed that ſomething of this is true ; 
But yer it is nothing to their purpoſe. it is very well, 
that we all agree in the Rale of Faith, and Manrers ; 
and it would be happy if all the Chriſtan World did 
fo too.: Burt ſtill Schiſm is a dreadful Sin : And a Van 
may as certainly, without Repentance, be damned tor 
that, :8s for being an Heretick in his Opimron, or 2 
Drankard, for inſtance, m his Manrers. Sure Iam, the 
Ancient Chriſtian Fathers thought fo. = 

It is true likewife, that the butineſs of Cherch Gover n= 
ext and Diſcipline,and other Points of Eccleſraftical Cons 
formity, is a matter of Difpute, and Controverſy among 
us ; But who is it that made ir (02 The Church of 
England without doubt, would have been very well 
pleaſed, if there had been no duii raiſed, ne diſpute or 
contentions moved in theſe matters ; but that-every 
Member would have done his Duty peaceably, and 
quietly in bis Station : Or that it any Controverſy 


had aroſe ; it ſhould bave been debated among Learn- 
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etl. Men 3 and never live proceeded to Separation frormh 
'the'Communion, ' © \ el gl DUH 0! 

We do not pretend to lay any flrefs upon Skill, and 
Knowledg about theſe matters, in Order to a Mans 
Salvation. We- believe, and 'teach that a Man may 
be a very good Chriſtian, and go to Heaven 3 that ne- 
ver undertiood how to juſtifie the Cro/s in Baptiſm, - or 
to. defend. the Common Prayer Book againſt all the Ex- 
ceptions that are made againſt it. All that we fay is, 
that it any Man will ſcruple, and except againſt the 
uſe of theſe things; it yes upon him, nay he & bound 
as he would keep a good Conſcience, to uſe the beſt 
means he poſlibly can,/- to get Satisfaction - about 
them : Or if he do nor ; at his own Peril be it, nay 
even at the Peril of his Salvation, if he breaks the 
Churches Peace, and Communion upon that: Account. 

And as for-thoſe that pretend, ' that theſe are Syb:] 
Points, and-above their Reach, and Capacity; and 
they have not «nderſtandi:g, and Wit enough to dive 
into them : Why, in Gods Name, who defires-them 2 
We fay that they might Innocently enough, and with 
a good Conſcience, comply with their | Governours 
in theſe Points, as they do in'a hundred. others, with- 
out ever diving into them ; But ſince, it ſeems, they 
tave Mir, and Underſtanding enough, tocavil and find 
tauit with theſe things, and upen-that Account, to. de- 
ny their Obedience to thoſe Lawful Powers, which 
God hath ſet over them » One' would think they 
thould at the ſame time have fo much. Z/onefty, as ſe- 
riouſly to endeavour to give themſelves Satisfattion: as. 
r0 thoſe things they find fault with: And this is afl we de- 
fire of them : And it is for their own ſakes too ; as 
well as ours, that we deſire it. For otherwiſe they will 
never be able to anſwer enher to God or Man, for the 


1orrible Inconveniences, and miſchiefs, that ariſe to 
the 
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the Church of Chriſt, by the Diviſion, and Separation 
which they are engaged in. 

To conclude, if in any Inſtance, that Famous Pre- 
cept of the Apoſtle, of proving all things, and hold- 
ing faſt that which is good, do Oblige Chriſtians ; it 
doth eſpecially in this. If ever it be a Mans Duty to 
fatisfie himſelt, about the goodneſs, and Lawfulneſs of 
a thing, that he is apt to doubt of ; it 1s certainly in 
the Caſe, where his Superiours have laid their Com- 
mands \upon him : For there he cannot diſobey with- 
out Sin ; unleſs he can aſſure himſelf that he hath doae 
all that he can, to reconcile their Commands with his 
Duty to God ; but upon 'the beſt means he hath uſed , 
he finds them irreconcileable. For a Man to diſobey 
tillhe has done this, ' is an unwarrantable thing, and in 
the Caſe that I now ſpeak of, it is no leſs than the Sin 
of” Formal Criminal Schiſm. © | 


% 


ct. Au ditto. & ao *. * Bu 


